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THE LAW OF PATENTS is a technical branch of law 
upon which there is much to be learnt before anyone can 
feel sure of his ground. Many books have been written 
upon the subject, and there are, and have been, many 
gentlemen of very great ability who have devoted them- 
selves almost exclusively to this branch. It is a very im- 
portant branch, and one which requires much study and 
observation; and yet ‘anyone may set up as a patent 
agent, without any license, certificate, or annual payment 
being required. He may know nothing whatever of 
patent law, and may be utterly unable to give an opinion 
as to whether a particular invention is the proper sub- 
ject of a patent; whether there is or is not “variance ” 
between a provisional and complete specification ; or 
whether there is or is not “ novelty ” in a certain inven- 
tion, and yet he may take a set of chambers, paint 
“Patent Office” or ‘‘ Bureau des Inventions” on his 
window, and undertake to pilot the first inventor who 
comes that way. Of course, questions of great difficulty 
are in all cases submitted to legal opinion. There is no 
requirement whatever made of the patent agent, who 
sets up to undertake the patent business of anyone who 
may come to him, while, in the case of a solicitor, who 
is consulted by his client as to the best mode of disposing 
of his property, or as to his chances of success in a suit 
or action, the test of an examination has been interposed, 
in order to ensure his knowing his business—a fact 
which the client, being unlearned in the law, has no 
opportunity of testing. It will, of course, be under- 
stood that we are speaking in general terms; and 
without reference to any individual instances; we 
are, of course, aware that there are gentlemen of 
position, of eminent ability, and an intimate ac- 
quaintance with patent law, who carry on the busi- 
neas of patent agents. The solicitor, in addition to other 
requirements, has to take out a certificate, and pay an 
annual tax in the shape of certificate duty, which he is 
told the State cannot afford to remit, and yet nothing is 
required of the patent agent. We cannot see why a so- 
licitor should be taxed while a patent agent pays nothing, 
and we would suggest for consideration whether a con- 
siderable amount of patent litigation might not be avoided 
if some test were required in order to ensure that no 
one should practice as a patent agent without possessing 
& certain acquaintance with the subject. 

Ox TuEspAy, Lord Chelmsford gave judgment in 
Hensman v. Fryer, the case in which Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley had decided that, since the Wills Act, a 
residuary devise of reality is no longer to be regarded as 
specific, Lord Chelmsford reversed the Vice-Chancellor’s 
decision in this respect. The point is one of very great 
importance, we cannot however now do more than call 
attention to the reversal of the Vice-Chancellors decision 
in Dady v. Hartridge and the present case. As the 
question in the present case involved only the question of 
marshalling as between the devisee and a legatee of 
£2,000, and as Lord Chelmsford held, following Zomds v. 




















Lords. 

THE CAB STRIKE, with which London was threatened 
on Tuesday night, has been happily averted by the good 
sense of Mr. Hardy and of the cabmen, and the well- 
managed mediation of Lord Elcho. A duty of £19 5s. 
a year on every hackney carriage does certainly seem a 
heavy impost for cabowners to have to pay, and we 
cannot but join in the general satisfaction which is felt 
at the prospect of this question receiving a thorough 
consideration. 








THE LAW, or rather the rule, respecting retainer of 
counsel, appears to be in rather an uncertain state, and, 
although this uncertainty has been approved in high 
quarters, we cannot but think that uncertainty in this 
respect is as undesirable as in any other, and that it 
would be for the benefit of all parties concerned if the 
rules on the point, such as they may be, were more 
clearly defined and generally known. 

A question of considerable importance has recently 
arisen with respect to the effect of a general retainer, 
and as the subject is one of much moment to the pro- 
fession, we are glad to have the opportunity of placing 
the point before our readers. 

The question is simply this—Does a general retainer 
given, say to a barrister practising at the common law 
bar, extend to Chancery proceedings—and vice versa? 

The case arises thus, A., apprehending legal proceed- 
ings by B., gives a general retainer to Mr. C., a learned 
gentleman, who practises, say at the common law bar. 
Sometime afterwards, B. files a bill in Chancery against 
A., andimmediately sends Mr. C. a special retainer in the 
suit, A. coming shortly afterwards with a special re- 
tainer, the question arises, which retainer is Mr. C. to 
accept. A., of course, urges that his general retainer 
entitled him to notice of the retainer afterwards given by 
B., so as to afford him the option of having the learned 
gentleman as his counsel in the matter, while B, contends 
that as Mr. C. practises in the common law courts, and 
only appears in chancery proceedings when specially 
retained, A.’s general retainer did not extend to the 
suit in Chancery. 

In the instance which has recently occurred, and 
has given rise to these remarks, the point was referred 
with the consent of counsel, to the Attorney-General, 
who decided that B.’s retainer was the one which he 
should accept. No reason was given for this decision, 
but we apprehend that it must have proceeded upon the 
principle that the retainer given to a barrister practising 
at the Common Law Bar did not extend to a suit in 
chancery. If this be the ratio decidendi, we are compelled, 
with deference, to dissent from it. As we have before now 
observed, we are far from thinking that the law of general 
retainers works beneficially either for the bar, the attorneys 
and solicitors, or for the suitors. That, however, is not now 
the question ; general retainer is an established usage, 
aad it only remains to ensure its equitable and reason- 
able application, It appears to us that, as distinguished 
from a special retainer, which is given post litem motam, 
a general retainer is a retainer to act for a particular 
individual in any branch of the law; in fact, that the 
only limitation in the case is that the retainer is a re- 
tainer to act for a particular person. 

It may very well happen that three, if not more 
branches of law, may be open to an intending plaintiff ; 
it might be, for instance, that he might institute pro- 
ceedings either in chancery, at common law, or in the 
Admiralty Court, Is it, then, impossible for a prospective 
defendant, by a general retainer, to secure, with certainty, 
the services of a particular couusel? Or can he, and 
must he, deliver such a thing as a separate “ general” 
retainer for each branch? It may be said, however, 


conversely, that if a general retainer extends to all the 
courts, it would be necessary, in order to maintain it in 
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force, to deliver a brief to the counsel in every pro- 
ceeding in which the party might happen to engage in 
any court. This may be so, but, if so, it would be, in 
our opinion, an inconvenience, resulting from the nature 
of a general retainer, which should be remedied not by 
making a “ general” retainer a guasi “ special ” one, but 
by abolishing it in toto. Whatever the rule may be, we 
think that it should at least be adefiniteone. The argu- 
ment that if rules be prescribed, some means will be 
found of breaking them, is one which, applied to such a 
subject, needs, in our opinion, no refutation. 


IN THIS WEEK'S NUMBER of the Weekly Reporter will 
be found a full report of the Conflans Stone Quarry 
Company, Limited, v. Parker. We have on several 
previous occasions noticed this case, in which the 
position of a person who has obtained circular notes and 
has subsequently lost them, was much discussed. The 
effect of the decision is that he cannot (except possibly 
under section 87 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854) claim from the bank that issued them the amount 
he paid for them, because there is a possibility that the 
notes may be outstanding in the hands of persons entitled 
to demand payment of them. The judgment does not 
decide what wouli be the effect of a destruction of the 
notes, nor does it decide whether the provisions of section 
87 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, apply to a 
case such as the present. If they do not, and it is at 
least doubtful whether they do, the loser of circular notes 
has no remedy at law, although possibly a court of equity 
might give him some relief. Ata future time we shall 


probably discuss this considered judgment of the Court 
of Common Pleas, and examine more fully what are now 
the rights of a loser of circular notes at law and in 
equity since this decision. 


Sik R. PALMER’s Sales of Reversions Bill, to which 
we give a hearty welcome, will not create a very large 
increase to the statute roll. It runs thus :— 

“Whereas it is expedient to amend the Law, as 
administered in Courts of Equity, with respect to Sales 
of Reversions: 

“ Be it enacted, &c. 

“1, No Decree shall be made by any Court of Equity, 
in any suit to be hereafter instituted, to open or set 
aside, on the Ground of mere Undervalue, any Purchase, 
made bona fide, and without Fraud or unfair Dealing, of 
any Reversionary Interest in Real or Personal Estate. 

“2. The Word ‘Purchase’ in this Act shall include 
every kind of Contract or Conveyance under or by which 
any beneficial Interest in any kind of Property may be 
acquired.” 

It had long been an established rule that the pur- 
chaser of a reversion was liable, irrespective of unfair 
dealing, to have his purchase set aside, unless he could 
show that he had given the fair market price. The 
same feeling, however, which prompted the repeal of the 
usury laws, has induced a growing opinion on the Bench 
and in the profession that the rule in question involved 
a needless and inconvenient interference, and that, 
fraud of course apart, the parties to purchases of rever- 
sions would be best left to themselves, It may be 
noticed that the Bill, as framed, is retrospective as 
regards the date of the purchase, and prospective only 
as regards the date of the commencement of suit. 





we shall presently see, proceedings commenced in the 
superior courts may be removed to a county conrt, but 
this, in the case of proceedings in the superior courts of 
common law, can only be done upon the motion of the 
defendant who is not entitled to this as a matter of course 
but only if the judge shall think fit to remove the cause 
after the plaintiff has had an opportunity of urging his 
reasons for proceeding in the highercourt. This was ali 
the practice as to suits commenced in chancery which ' 
might have been commenced in a county court ; but by 
section 8 of the County Courts Act, 1867, in addition to the 
power which any of the parties have to make, an appli. 
cation that the suit may be removed there is also g 
power for the judge to whose court such suit is attached to 
order its removal without any such application. Apart, 
however, from these enactments plaintiffs are compelled to 
proceed in a county court when it is practicable to do so by 
the provisions respecting costs. The effect of these enact- 
ments is thata plaintiff needlessly suing in a superior 
court when he might proceed in a county court is deprived 
of his costs although successful in his suit. The 5th 
section of the County Courts Act, 1867, (which is now 
the important provision upon this point) enacts that “ if 
in any action commenced after the passing of this Act” 
in any of the superior courts the plaintiff shall recover 
a sum not exceeding £20 in actions of contract, and £10 
in actions of tort, he shall not be entitled to any costs of 
suit unless the judge certify on the record that there was 
sufficient reason “ for bringing such action in such superior 
court, or unless the court or a judge at chambers shall by 
rule or order allow such costs.” The whole common law 
jurisdiction of the county court depends to a very great 
extent upon the wayin which the judges actin granting 
or refusing costs under this section. If they steadily refuse 
to allow costs in all cases, where the proceedings might 
have been taken in the less expensive tribunal (except of 
course when really exceptional circumstances are shown 
to exist), they will practically give the county court an 
exclusive jurisdiction in a great number of cases, as it 
rarely happens that a plaintiff is willing to forego his 
right to recover costs from the defendant, merely that he 
may have the pleasure of suing in a superior court. This 
section of the Act of 1867 does not introduce any new 
principle of law, but it raises the amount necessary to 
entitle a plaintiff to costs in an action of tort from £5 
to £10. Itleaves the law as to costs in actions of con- 
tract untouched. The provisions as to costs, however, are 
of more importance since this Act than they were for- 
merly, in consequence of the abolition of what was called 
the concurrent jurisdiction of the county court. For- 
merly when the plaintiff dwelt more than twenty miles 
from the defendant, or where the cause of action did not 
arise wholly or in some material part within the juris 
diction of the court within which the defendant resided 
at the time the action was brought, or where any officer 
of the county court was a party, the plaintiff was entitled 
to his costs, if he sued in a superior court, although the 
action was one which might have been prosecuted ins 
county court. Now that this concurrent jurisdiction is 
swept away, the cases in which the law as to the costs, 
if rigidly enforced, will compel plaintiffs to sue in county 
courts, will be much more numerons than has hitherto 
been the case. 

There are no provisions in any of the county court acts 
depriving a plaintiff of his costs, in actions such as eject 
ment where damages are not sought to be recovered, In 
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such cases, therefore, a plaintiff has the option of two 
tribunals, The 5th section contains no exception of 
those actions which cannot be brought in the county 


COUNTY COURTS,—II. 
Although considerable powers have been vested in 
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county courts, they have not any exclusive jurisdiction. 
The plaintiff always has an option to commence proceed- 
ings in a superior court at Westminster, or in one of the 
Vice-Chancellor’s courts in Lincoln’s-inn, as the case may 
be, instead of having recourse to a county court. The 
superior courts of common law and equity are not deprived 
of any part of the jurisdiction which they possessed before 
the existence of these new courts. In certain cases, as 





court, such as malicious prosecution, libel, &c. It is 
therefore to be presumed that the judge will certify in 
all such actions “that there was sufficient reason for 
bringing such action in such superior court.’ Some 
difficulty, however, is likely to arise in practice where such 
an action is brought, and the amount recovered by the 
plaintiff isso small as to bring it within the provisions 
of the older statutes relating to the recovery of costs in 
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the superior courts, Under the 43 Eliz. c. 6,8, 2, a judge 
can certify to deprived a successful plaintiff of his costs 
when the amount recovered in an action of contract is less 
than 40s.; 21 Jac. 1,c. 61, s. 6, restricts costs in actions 
of slander to the amount of damages recovered when 
such damages are lees than 40s.; 3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, enacts 
that when less than 40s. is recovered in actions of trespass 
and trespass upon the case the plaintiff shall not be enti- 
tled to costs unless he obtains a certificate from the 
judge. 

, It is not easy to foresee what will be the effect of 
section 5 of the County Courts Acts, 1867, upon these 
enactments which are not repealed by that Act. If a 
judge certifies under section 5 in every action which 
could not have been brought in a county court, the Act 
of 3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, will practically become a dead 
letter in such cases, and yet it will be difficult for a 
judge to do otherwise. A practice might possibly be 
established of certifying in all these cases under the 5th 
section, and then making another certificate under the 
former Acts, to deprive the plaintiff of his costs, in cases 
where such latter certificate would, before the County 
Courts Act, 1867, have been given; and it may also 
possibly be held that a certificate under this section 5 
would not entitle a plaintiff to his costs in cases which 
come within 3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, but that in such cases a 
second certificate under the latter statute would also be 
necessary. Until, however, this question has received 
judicial consideration, it must be considered as entirely 
unsettled. 

It is tobe noticed, although this is a matter of only 
temporary importance, that section 5 relates to any 
action commenced after the passing of the Act, while 
the last section of the Act provides that the Act is not 
to come into operation until the first of next January. 
These two apparently inconsistent provisions have given 
rise to much comment, and we have more than once 
had occasion to discuss this question. We pointed out 
(ante p. 1) what seemed to us the most reasonable con- 
struction of these sections. We then said: “The effect 
of the two sections together clearly is that in cases pro- 
vided for by the 5th section, the plaintiff will get costs 
whenever his writ was issued before the 20th of August 
(the date of the passing of the Act) whether he gets 
judgment this year or next; and also when, although 
his writ is after August the 20th, he is in a position to 
have his costs taxed before the 1st of January, but not 
when, his writ being after the 20th of August, he does 
not get his judgment until the 1st of January.” And 
we then explained what was the apparent intention of 
the Legislature in introducing the words “commenced 
after the passing of this Act.” 

This view of the construction of the statute, which we 
expressed before the point had been considered in any of 
the courts of Westminster, has since been decided to be 
the correct one, and the law on this question is therefore 
now free from doubt. © 

There is no provision made concerning the costs of 
equitable proceedings which may be commenced in the 
Superior Courts of Equity instead of in a county court, 
It may be assumed that in awarding costs the equity 
judges will have regard to the evident object of the 
Legislature in giving an equitable jurisdiction to county 
courts, and will not, as a general rule, give costs to a 
successful plaintiff in a proceeding which might have 
been as conveniently commenced in a county court. 

Besides the provisions in the County Court Act, 1867, 
respecting costs, there are other enactments in that and 
in former statutes which are intended to make the juris- 
diction of county courts as beneficial as possible, and to 
prevent a plaintiff who might be indifferent to the chance 
of obtaining his costs from vexatiously suing in a superior 
court when he could proceed for his cause of complaint 
in a county court, 

The Superior Conrts of Law and Equity have power in 
certain cases, as we have already noticed, to remove to a 
county court causes commenced in auch superior courts, 





in any action of contract where the claim endorsed upon 
the writ does not exceed £50, it is lawful for the defen- 
dant, if the plaintiff’s demand is contested, to apply to a 
judge at chambers within eight days after service of the 
writ upon him, for a summons to remove the action to 
one of the county courts in which the action might have 
been commenced, and the judge may, after hearing the 
plaintiff, order such action to be so removed. Thispower 
formerly existed after issue joined, but it may now, under 
the late Act, be exercised immediately the action is com- 
menced. The late Act has also introduced (section 10) 
for the first time a provision with respect to all actions 
of tort under which any person against whom any action 
of tort shall be brought in a superior court may now make 
an affidavit that the plaintiff has no visible means of 
paying the costs of the defendant, should a verdict be not 
found for the plaintiff, and thereupon a judge of the court 
in which the action is brought, has power to make an 
order that unless the plaintiff gives security for the de- 
fendant’s costs or satifies the judge, the cause ought to 
be brought in a superior court, all proceedings in the 
action shall be stayed, or that the cause be remitted for 
trial to a county court therein named. 

This is an important provision and is entirely new. 
No such power has before the late Act been given to 
judges of the superior courts of common law in actions 
of tort. If defendants choose to avail themselves of the 
power here given, and if the judges steadily exercise the 
jurisdiction thus conferred upon them, this new enact- 
ment will no doubt tend to relieve the superior courts of 
much work of a trivial character, and will also render 
speculative actions as they are termed much less common. 
This provision, however, only applies where the defendant 
wishes to remove the action. As a general rule a defen- 
dant is not desirious of hurrying on the action, and there- 
fore would in nine cases out of ten prefer a superior court, 
where the proceedings are necessarily somewhat slow, to 
a county court where the action might be disposed of at 
once. It is therefore not unlikely that this provision will 
very seldom be put in force. Many actions of tort, as we 
have already noticed, cannot be commenced in a county 
court but by force of this provision. They may now be 
remmitted to a county court, unless they are of sufficient 
importance or difficulty to warrant their being dealt with 
by one of the superior courts. It would seem from the 
wording of this 10th section that it does not extend to 
actions of ejectment, and therefore, as there are no pro- 
visions about costs in such actions, every action of eject- 
ment, no matter how trifling the value of the land sought 
to be recovered, may be brought in a superior court, and 
cannot be remitted to a county court, and the plaintiff, if 
successful, will be entitled to his costs as of right. 

The power of sending causes from the superior courts 
of equity to acounty court, when the cause might have 
been originally commenced ina county court, is more 
extensive than that conferred upon the common law courts. 
By section 8 of the County Courts Act, 1867, it is enacted 
that when any proceeding shall be pending in the High 
Court of Chancery which might have been commenced 
in acounty court, any of the parties thereto may apply to 
the judge to whose court such proceeding shall be 
attached, to have the same transferred to one of the 
county courts in which the same might have been com- 
menced, and such judge shall have power, upon such 
application or without such application, to make an order 
for such transfer. The judge, therefore, of a court of equity 
may transfer a cause to a county court without waiting for 
any application to him for that purpose, although it is 
not probable that this power will be often exercised. 





SCIRE FACIAS AGAINST RAILWAY SHARE- 
HOLDERS,.—No. I. 

In our article on this subject last week we showed that 
the result of the recent cases was to establish that the 
Courts have a discretionary power to protect a shareholder 
who has honestly and dena fide paid all that is due upon 
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his shares, while at the same time the older authorities 
show that the mere fact of payment by the shareholder, 
if made after the creditor’s execution against the com- 
pany, has proved fruitless, is not necessarily a defence as 
a matter of right. We have now to consider the decisions 
and practice of the Courts with respect to the costs of 
these proceedings, In no case that we are aware of have 
the Courts ordered the judgment creditor to pay any costs 
to a shareholder proceeded against, except in the case of 
Scott v. the Uxbridge Railway, 14 W.R. 893, where the 
creditor refused to accept what the Court held to be a 
proper tender, There, all the proceedings after the notice 
of motion were unnecessary as the tender had been made 
before moving for the rule nisi. In Kernaghan v. Dublin 
Grand Trunk Railway, Marley’s case, 16 W.R. 107, the 
plaintiff after obtaining the rule nisi was paid by other 
creditors. Counsel appeared to show cause against the 
rule and it was discharged without costs, Thus the share- 
holder had to pay his own costs of appearing to show 
cause against the rule, to which he had been somewhat 
unnecessarily put by the plaintiff not having given him 
notice of abandonment of the rule; on the other hand he 
escaped having to pay the plaintiff’s costs of the rule nisi, 
which it must have been held the plaintiff had rightly 
obtained. In that case probably a difficulty would have 
arisen in the way of the plaintiff giving a notice of aban- 
donment, as he would not in the case of an ordinary rule 
be entitled to do so, without offering to pay any costs 
that might have been incurred, and until some decision 
had been obtained, it was impossible to say whether such 
an offer ought to have been made in the case of a rule for 
a sci. fa. We apprehend, however, that the discharge of 
the rule in Marley’s case without costs shows that a plain- 
tiff under similar circumstances might give notice of 
abandonment of his rule without offering to pay the 
shareholder’s costs, and therefore we think that in the 
future, if any plaintiff should by omitting to give such a 
notice, put the shareholder to the expense of appearing, 
it is probable the Court would give the shareholder his 
costs, In the more frequent case of the rule being made 
absolute for a sei, fa. the practice in the different Courts 
seems at present to be not alike. In the Queen’s Bench, 
where the proceedings have reached the stage of the sci. 
Ja. and the plaintiff has then been successful, the masters 
in taxing the costs payable, have refused to tax against 
the shareholder the costs of all proceedings prior to the 
issuing of the sci. fa., that is, of the notice, motion, and 
rule. Considerable doubt was entertained whether this 
was correct, and we understood that it would be brought 
before the Court. We believe, however, that no motion 
on the point was made last term. In the Court of Ex- 
chequer we understand that rules have been made abso- 
lute with costs, without any particular ground being 
alleged, or there being anything to shew that this was 
a departure from the course which would be pursued in 
an ordinary case. In the Common Pleas we do not find 
any direct decision upon the question of these costs, but 
it might perhaps be inferred from some of the cases that 
the judges considered the costs aught to follow the ulti- 
mate event of the proceedings. It must therefore be 
taken at present to be an open question whether the 
plaintiff can recover these costs. 

It seems to us that he ought to be entitled to recover all 
the costs after the mobice in all cases where he hasproceeded 
properly. It hasbeen held in Scott v.the Uxbridge Railway, 
that the notice of motion required by the Act, was a notiee 
enabling the shareholder to pay the amount claimed of 
him, and that he had then a right to stop the legal pro- 
ceedings by payment. No doubt it may frequently or 
even usually be prudent for a shareholder, for his own 
advantage in case of future proceedings either against 
him or by him against the company, not at once to pay 
on receiving notice, even when he knows of no defence, 
but to allow the creditor to proceed to take the further 
steps required by the Act. Still if the creditor for his 
own sake, chooses to do so, it is on the whole fairer that 
the costs of the motion should fall on him, than on the 








creditor who is only seeking to obtair payment of a just 
claim in a manner authorized by Act of Parliament. Be. 
sides, it is difficult to see the object of the notice required 
by the Act, unless it is for the purpose of enabling the 
shareholder to save himself from the payment of costs, 
If a shareholder after being served with a notice which 
affords him all the information it ought to do as to the 
claim, is still entitled to lie by, and allow the creditors to 
obtain a rule against him, without incurring any costg 
by so doing, it would seem as if the service of the rule 
nisi would have answered all the purpose of the notice, 
We think therefore that the legislature must have oon. 
templated that, under ordinary circumstances, the costs 
of a successful motion to the Court made by a creditor 
would fall upon the shareholder in the first instance, 
The course which a shareholder who is served with 
@ notice ought to adopt depends, of course, to some ex- 
tent, on the position of the company, and whether it 
is such as to make it worth while for the shareholder 
to put himself in the position to be reimbursed by the 
company under the 37th section of the Act. That seo 
tion applies in terms only to cases where a payment in 
excess of the calls due is made “ by means of any such 
execution,” so that it would seem that in order to get 
the benefit of it, the shareholder must allow the pro- 
ceedings to go on to execution, As, however, a right 
to be “ forthwith reimbursed by the directors out of the 
funds” of a company which does not pay its judg. 
ment debts, and has no property on which execution 
can be levied, is not usually worth very much, it is seldom 
that this section can be of much practical benefit to the 
shareholder. It will therefore usually be sufficient for 
the purposes of the shareholder to see before he pays 
to one person what is due upon his shares, that if he 
does so he will not be called upon to pay again to any- 
one else, either another creditor or to the company. 
Now Kernaghan v. The Dublin Trunk Railway, James’ 
case, 16 W. R. 107, shows that the test whether he 
will be called upon to pay another creditor is whether 
the first payment appears to have been made bona fide, 
and Rigby v. The Grand Trunk Railway, Butler's case, 
in the Common Pleas, 15 W. R. 1063, shows actual 
payment must be made, and an order to pay not com- 
plied with will not protect. Of course, if the payment 
has been premature it may be more difficult to estab- 
lish that it is bona fide, but we apprehend that as 
soon as the shareholder becomes liable to pay the 
costs of legal proceedings, if he does not pay the claim, 
then his payment of the claim cannot be said to be 
premature, and will be taken to be bona fide unless the 
contrary be shown. As to a possible claim by the com- 
pany for calls, it seems to us that the shareholder would 
at all events be able to set-off as money paid to the use 
of the company any payment which he had made after 
the time when he would become liable to pay costs, if 
he resisted either actively or passively any further. 
Such a case would clearly be within the rules according 
to which a request to pay would be implied. Whether 
he could treat the payment as one made directly on ac- 
count of the shares, so as to be able to plead it as a 
payment and not a set-off, is a matter of more difficulty, 
but of very little practical importance. Of course, if a 
shareholder has paid a creditor at any stage short of 
actual compulsion, and it should afterwards turn out that 
he had in fact a good defence, although he was not 
aware of it, he might find himself in a position of some 
difficulty, and in the end incur more costs than he had 
escaped by his haste, even if he had not to pay again 
In general, therefore, a shareholder who has not, fom 
his being a director or otherwise, the means of know- 
ing that the plaintiff’s claim is a just one, would be 
wise to wait, at all events until the Court had granted 
a rule nisi, before he pays. Even if the Courts even- 
tually hold that the shareholder ought to pay the 
costs of this, it may frequently be worth while to incur 
them in order to obtain the additional safeguard which 
the sanction of the Court to the proceedings gives, At 
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present, while it remains uncertain whether any costs 
will have to be paid, it is certainly advisable to do so. 

Practically a shareholder, in determining when to 
pay, has to make his election whether he will incur 
costs with a very remote chance of being ultimately 
repaid, in order to render himself absolutely secure 
against all claims, or whether he will save himself pre- 
sent expense, and by doing so run a possible risk of 
having afterwards to incur expense in defending him- 
self against future claims. We should be inclined at 
present to advise the course taken by the shareholder 
in Burke v. The Dublin. Grand Trunk, Miller’s case, 
16 W. R. 107, viz., to appear on the rule, and consent 
to its being made absolute without a sci. fa., and 
that the shareholder should thereupon pay at once. 
We recommend this as a medium course by which 
scarcely any costs are incurred, and practical protection 
is obtained. It may be, however, that when the practice 
of the courts as to costs becomes settled, it may be found 
that the shareholder may safely pay at an earlier stage. 
At all events, it must be remembered that actual pay- 
ment is the best defence, and that if a shareholder has 
an order for payment made upon him and chooses, for 
the sake of obtaining the benefit of the 37th section of 
the Act, to wait till execution actually issues against 
him, he will be liable in the meantime to have other 
rules made absolute against him, under which scire facias 
may issue, of which he will have to pay the costs. 
This was held in the Common Pleas in Rigby v. The 
Dublin Trunk Railway, Butler’s case, 15 W. R. 1063. 

In conclusion we may remark that the Act of last 
session with regard to insolvent railway companies, does 
not appear to affect this question, except, perhaps, that 
by exempting the rolling stock of companies from execu- 
tion in certain cases, and by some other provisions, it 
renders executions against a company more likely to be 
fruitless, and so applications against shareholders more 
likely to be made. A company which has filed a scheme 
in chancery obtains protection against suits and execu- 
tions, but unless the proceeding for a sci. fa.should be held 
to be an attachment against the property of the company, 
within the meaning of the 9th section, which we certainly 
think it could not, it does not appear to be touched by the 
Act. And, if we may judge from the somewhat analogous 
case of joint-stock companies being wound up under the 
old Acts, and, pending the winding-up, proceedings 
being taken against the shareholders, of which cases 
several are reported, the Courts would not hald the fact 
of a scheme being filed to be a sufficient reason for 
refusing in their discretion to grant a sci. fa, against a 


shareholder. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
TAXATION OF SoLicrroR’s BILL AFTER PAYMENT. 
Re Newman, 15 W. R. 1189. 

The statute which regulates the taxation of solicitor’s 
bills of costs after payment does not prescribe what 
are to be considered the “special circumstances” which 
will entitle a client to taxation in such cases. And in 
the case before us the Lord Justice remarked on the im- 
possibility of laying down a general rule, saying that 
it was impossible to deal with special circumstances, 
and by reference to authorities to lay down a rule for 
other cases. 

It may be said generally that in order to entitle the 
client to taxation after payment, he must show over- 
charge, and this may be supplemented by the reasonable 
qualification that if “pressure” be shown, it will be 
sufficient to point out an item or two as a sample of 
overcharge, in order to entitle the client to the in- 
quiry. What then is “pressure?” This, again, is a cir- 
cumstance which the Courts do not seem anxious to de- 
fine. The Master of the Rolls thought, in Re Pugh, 11 
W. R. 762, that wherever a solicitor, dealing with a pur- 





chaser, refuses to complete except on payment of his bill 
of costs on the very day appointed for completion— 
that is pressure. The decision in that case was affirmed 
by the Lords Justices, though their Lordships do not 
notice the principle thus laid down by the Master of the 
Rolls. 

The observations of Lord Justice Rolt in the case be- 
foro us are as follows. If at the last moment 
reasonable facility for taxation is asked, and if, when you 
look at the bill, there appears to be a substantial ground 
for taxation, something that appears reasonably to re- 
quire taxation, if there are these circumstances combined, 
the taxation after payment ought to be allowed. Lord 
Langdale said, in Re Harrison, 10 Beay. 57, that in ad- 
dition to presure you must point out items which must 
inevitably be taxed off. This rule, however, was ex- 
pressly disapproved of by the common law judges in 
Re Deardon, 2 W. BR. 18 (as the Master of the Rolls 
observed in the present case) and is certainly not now 
in force. 

We may remark that judging from the cases reported, 
the common law judges seem more ready than the 
equity judges to allow taxation. 

With reference to the contention occasionally set up, 
that the “ pressure” has been occasioned by the Act of 
the client; that the delay has been his own, or that 
it is his own fault that his affairs are in so critical a 
state at the date of completion, that he is obliged to 
obtain completion, so to speak, at any price. No doubt, 
if the client has been guily of vexatious delay throughout 
the whole transaction, he will not be favoured by the 
Court; but this is acase so exceptional as to need no 
comment. The Lord Justice regarded this argument 
with little favour, and it seems to follow, from his treat- 
ment of the present case, that the Court will incline 
strongly to look solely at the situation of the parties at 
the last moment, irrespective of the circumstances which 
may have brought them there. 








REVIEWS. 


The Law of Arbitration between Masters and Workmen. By 

C. Lovesey, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. London : 
Butterworths. 

From an early period in our history the powers of the 
Legislature have been brought to bear upon the subject of 
disputes between employers and the employed. Most of 
the earlier statutes relating thereto have been repealed by 
the 5 Geo. 4, c. 96, which provides for the settlement of 
disputes between masters and workmen, and, till the last 
session of Parliament, the whole law on the subject was 
contained in this and three subsequent amending Acts. 
The effect of these enactments may be shortly stated as 
follows :— 

It is provided that, in case of any dispute between 
masters and workmen, concerning any of the subjects 
mentioned in the Act, which subjects embrace all dis- 
putes between masters and men relating to their common 
employment, with the exception of questions as to the 
future rate of wages, the parties may, by agreement, have 
the same determined by a justice of the peace. Should 
the parties be unable to agree to a reference, either of 
them may go before a justice, who is thereupon to require 
them each to name an arbitrator from certain persons 
chosen by himself; and, if either party fails to do so, the 
justice is himself to nominate one for the party so in de- 
fault, and these arbitrators are to settle the matter in dis- 
pute. The Act also contains provisions for the calling of 
witnesses and for the enforcing of the award by distress or 
imprisonment. It was found that the Act of George 4 was 
never adopted to any great extent, and in the last session 
of Parliament the Act 80 & 81 Vict. c. 105, was passed for 
establishing equitable councils of conciliation between 
masters and men. By this Act the powers of the arbitra- 
tors under the former enactments are given to tribunals 
called equitable councils of conciliation. Each of these 
councils is to consist of not less than two masters and two 
workmen, and of not more than ten masters and ten 
workmen, and is to be presided over by a chairman uncon- 
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nected with trade. A council may be established in any 
district by leave ef the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, on the petition of any number of masters and 
men residing within the district, and, when so established, 
disputes between masters and men may be referred to them 
by agreement between the parties. It will be observed 
that a refereuce under the present Act is entirely volun- 
tary; whereas, under the Act of Geo. 4, it was, in certain 
instances compulsory. Another difference is, that, under 
the former Act, the justices might, by consent of the par- 
ties, establish the future rate of wages; under the present 
Act the couneil are expressely prohibited from dealing 
with the subject. 

The law contained in these five Acts is the subject 
of the work before us, and had the author done no 
more than collect into one volume the statistics on 
the subject, we think he would have done good 
service. We must remember that the present Act, 
if used at all, is to be used by persons nntrained 
in the law, as it expressly enacts that, except by 
consent, no counsel or attorneys are to be heard upon any 
council of conciliation. It is therefore very necessary 
that the meaning of the Act should be as unambiguous, and 
as easy of access as possible, and in this respect we think 
that its framers have hardly done all that might have been 
expected of them. Would it not have been better, for in- 
stance, to have stated distinctly inthe Act itself what the 
powers and duties of the council are to be, instead of merely 
saying that they are to exercise the powers granted to 
arbitrators by the previous Acts, thereby forcing the coun- 
cil to hunt through all these Acts in order to see what 
powers they really have? A schedule is appended to the 
Act containing various forms for the use, we presume, of 
the council. Would it not have been better to have told 
the council in the body of the Act, whether or not they 
were to use these forms, instead of making no mention 
whatever. of the schedule or of its contents ? However, the 
legislature have thought fit to entrust the duty of making 
their meaning clear to private hands, and we think that 
duty has been well performed by Mr. Lovesey. He has 
given us a clear and concise statement of the effect of the 
five statutes aforesaid, and should the scheme of arbitration 
proposed by the legislature be adopted, as we hope it will, 
by those for whose benefit it is intended, we think that his 
little book will be found extremely useful. 


The County Courts Act, 1867, showing in parallel columns 


the changes effected by the several sections. By ALMARIC 

Rumsey, Barrister-at-Law. London: William Amer. 

This little book of fifty-four pages is, we believe, the first 
work that has yet appeared upon the new County Courts 
Act. That Act is set out in full, and opposite each section, 
in a parallel column, is a short summary of the previous 
state of the law upon the subject treated of in that section. 
References to the different County Court Acts on which the 
law was based are also given. Not only is the County 
Courts Act, 1867, set out in full, but all the sections of 
former Acts which have been repealed by that statute are 
also printed verbatim. The book contains but little original 
matter. There are a good many traces of haste or of want 
of care in its composition, which is probably owing to the 
desire of the author to be first in the field in treating of a 
change of law that has attracted so much attention in the 
profession. For instance, at page 13 the 11th section of 
the new Act is printed, which gives jurisdiction in ejectment 
to county courts in certain cases, In the opposite column, 
under the head ‘‘ Previous state of the law,” we find a bare 
statement that actions of ejectment were excluded by 9 & 10 
Vict. c. 95, s. 58, from the jurisdiction of county courts, 
This, as it stands, is likely to mislead, as in certain cases 
county courts had before the last Act a limited jurisdiction 
in ejectment under sections 50—52 of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108. 
The author was not ignorant of this, for he has noticed it in 
the following page, whereit is very likely to be altogether over- 
looked. There are a few notes inserted here and there some- 
what at random, and no very great care seems to have been 
expended upon them. In a note to the 5th section, which 
provides that costs are not to be recoverable in the superior 
courts when less than £20 in actions of contract, and £10 
in actions of tort, is recovered, unless the judge certifies for 
them, the author says, ‘‘The law does not seem to be 
materially altered as to actions of contract, The provisions 
of section 5 would seem in this respect to have been merely 








gned to obviate the confusion occasioned by the multi- 
plicity of previous enactments upon the subject.” No 
notice whatever is taken of the important difference between 
the wording of this and of the former and now repealed 
sections upon this subject, which, unlike this section, ex- 
pressly excepted those actions which cannot be brought 
in a county court. <A reference to the repealed sections 
would at once have shown this distinction. It would have 
been better also if a summary of the sections repealed by 
the Act of 1867 had been printed instead of the sections 
themselves. They occupy nearly eleven pages, or about a 
fifth of the whole Sublicesion Notwithstanding these 
blemishes, the book will be of use to those who may want 
frequently to refer to the new Act, and who will be glad of 
an edition that will often save them the trouble of having 
to consult both the statute itself and the former books on 
county courts in order to ascertain the present state of 
the law. There is a sufficiently good index, and the type 
is clear and legible. 
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A Treatise on the Law of Patents for useful Inventions as 
enacted and administered in the United States of America. 
By Georce Ticknor Curtis. 3rd edition, August, 
1867. Boston: Little, Brown & Co. 

This volume may be considered a new treatise on the 
patent laws, as the author tells us (preface), that from the 
advances made in the law it has been necessary ‘‘ substan- 
tially to re-write the entire work.” 

Mr. Curtis writes for American lawyers, and the 
American statute law on patents differs widely from 
that of England. For instance, American legislators 
have been more explicit than our own in the definition of 
the subject-matter of a patent, and in prescribing the re- 
quisites for its specification ; and in America the specifica- 
tion precedes the grant of the patent, (sections 8, 220). 
At the same time the early American law is founded 
partly upon the practice and law of England ; American 
judges are, if we may judge from Mr. Curtis’s quota- 
tions, constantly referring to the more important English 
judgments, and many of the questions raised in American 
patent cases are necessarily analogous to those which 
occur in regard to English inventions. Hence a comprehen- 
sive treatise on the American law of patents may well be 
of use to the English practitioner. But this is especially 
the case when, as in Mr. Curtis’s volume, the work affords 
the means of reference to the principal decisions in England 
as well as those in America. 

Mr. Curtis, we think, notices most of the English de- 
cisions reported * before the publication of his work, and 
his criticisms on some of these are worth attention. 

Thus, speaking of Kay’s patent, where the patent was 
for new ahd improved machinery for preparing and spin- 
ning flax, Kay v. Marshall, 2 Webst. p. c. 34, he says, 
section 58, ‘‘there can be little doubt that a patent would 
have been good for a new or improved process in the art of 
manufacturing flax, consisting of two parts, the maceration 
of the flax, and the spinning it, when macerated, at a ratch 
of two and a half inches, provided that both parts of the pro- 
cess had been new.” Again, he observes, section 60 of 
Bush v. Fox, that the plaintiff's invention really “ consisted 
in making the excavations by means of a machine adapted 
to the purpose of working under water as well as on land, 
and then in building the structure of masonry within 
the successive chambers of the machine, leaving them one 
after the other as parts of the permanent structure,” and 
he thinks that had the plaintiff ‘‘ taken care not to claim 
the structure of the machine, and (? but) had claimed his 
proper improvement in the art of building foundations 
under water, he might perhaps have had a valid patent.” 

The statement that in England “the rights of the in- 
ventor are made to depend on the description of his in- 
vention, inserted in the title of the patent, and cannot 





* There are, however, Some important English cases which we do 
not observe in the author’s list of cases—among others, Ormson Vv. 
Clark, 11 W, R. 787—Ex. Ch., May, 1863; Horton v. Mabon, 12 W. R. 
491—Ex. Ch., Feb., 1864; Foxwell v. Bostock, 12 W. R,. 723—Westbury, 
C., April, 1864; Simpson v, Holliday, 13 W. R. 577—Westbury, C.». 
Feb., 1865, on ap., L. R. 1, E, & I. Ap. 315, July, 1866 ; Harwood v. 
Great Northern Railway Company, 11 Ho, Las. 654—July, 1865; Fernie 
v. Young, L. R. 1, E. & I. Ap. 63—April, 1866; Curtis v. Platt, ibid... 
337—Aug., 1866; the two last cases relate to points of practice. See 
also the more recent cases of Jordan v. Moore, L. R.1, C. P. 6243. 
Thomas v. Welch, tbid., 192; Penn vy. Bibby, L. R. 2, Ch. 127, 3 Eq, 308 ;, 
Daw v. Ely, L. R. 3, Eq. 496; White v. Fenn, 15 W.R. 348; where the: 
description of the machine is aided by an engraving. 
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be helped by the specification,” (section 221) appears to us 
too broad. See Cook v. Pearce, 8 Adol. and Ell. 1044, (sec- 
tion 224), though of course the title must not be incon- 
sistent with the specification. 

The author mentions some decisions in America which 
appear to be opposed to English cases, for instance, at 
section 347, Gayler v. Wilder, 10 Howard 477, opposed to 
Dunnicliff v. Mallett, 7 Com. Bench, N. S8., 209; and at 
section 289, Browne v. Duchesne, 19 Howard 183, opposed to 
Caldwell v. Vanolissengen, 9 Hare 415. 

In the chapter on ‘‘ Extent of Principle” (1V.) we may 
notice the discussion of the American cases of O'Reilly v. 
Morse, 15 Howard 62 relating to electro-magnetism, (sec- 
tions 126), 154, &c., and Le Roy v. Tatham, 22 Howard 132, 
(sections 152), 153 relating to lead pipes, as serving to 
show the author’s inclination to uphold a patent where he 
thinks the invention to be one of real merit. It does not 
seem surprising that the claim in the former was held by the 
Supreme Court to be too broad; but there may have been 
more reason for upholding the patent in Le Roy v. Tatham. 
The chapter on ‘‘ What relates to the title” (V.) contains 
some useful observations on the rights of co-patentees and 

and co-owners of patents.. Sections 186, 188,* and 
chapter XI., on the difficult points relating to ‘‘ questions 
of law and questions of fact,” will be found worth perusal ; 
but the importance of these points is perhaps diminished 
when, as sometimes in the English Court of Chancery, the 
trial is before the judge alone, who can ‘‘ then decide both 
the law and the fact,” Simpson v. Holliday, L. R. 1 
E. & I. ap. 321. In conclusion we may say that this is a 
useful book, while, however, we generally approve of the 
matter of the volume, we think improvement might be made 
in its arrangement. The author's statements of judicial deci- 
sions are often unnecessarily long; where one forcible judg- 
ment would have been enough for his argument, hesometimes 
as we think, weakens his case by adducing other and less 
pertinent decisions; and if he had either prefaced or con- 
cluded his chapters with a summary of the general rules 
which he deduces from the cases, the reader's time would 
have been economised. No doubt, in matters relating to 
the patent law, illustration is more necessary than in other 
legal subjects ; but a text book which states the results of 
the cases, and lays down rules of law as concisely as may 
be, possesses, in our opinion, great excellence. 

The work is well printed, and besides an appendix con- 
taining the laws of the United States relating to patents, 
and a general index, it has a special index of the subjects 
of the patents to which the author refers, 

Before closing our remarks upon the volume before us we 
cannot forbear remarking upon an advantage which it -pos- 
sesses in common with all other American law books ; the 
attribute in question is one with which, not the author, but 
the binder is to be credited. The book opens well ; you can 
open it anywhere, lay it flat upon your hand, and not a leaf 
will turn over; how different is this from most of our Eng- 
lish law bindings, which will not keep open unless you ruin 
them by ‘‘ breaking their backs.” This is a small matter 
comparatively, but one which is very material to the com- 
fort of the reader, and our bookbinders on this side of the 
Atlantic may well take a lesson from their American breth- 
ren, who turn out certainly a less handsome calf binding, 
but one which tries neither temper nor patience, 








COURTS. 


EXCHEQUER. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius, before Picorr, B, 

Nov. 29.—Gaskell v. Pearson—This was an action for 
money lent. The defendant had not denied the debt, 
but pleaded payment. The plaintiff gave no evidence 
of the amount of his claim except the writ in the action. 

McIntyre for the plaintiff. 

Prentice, Q.C., for the defendant, objected that this 
evidence was insufficient. 

J. A, Russell, amicus curiae, stated that in a similar 
case Mr. Justice Blackburn had held this evidence suf- 
ficient. 

Pigott, B. said he agreed with, and should follow Mr. 
Justice Blackburn's ruling. 





* See also 405a, 


ROLLS COURT, IRELAND. 

Nov. 26.—In re the Lrish North-Western Railway ; ex parte 
Salaman.—The provisions of the Railway Companies Act, 
1867, passed last session, were for the first time, on this side 
of St. George’s Channel, called into requisition in this case, 
to prevent an action against the company, now peerings 
the court of Exchequer, being further proceeded with. The 
Act, by section 6, authorises the directors of a company, unable 
to meet its engagements, to prepare a schemeof arrange- 
ment with the creditors, which, by section 7, when filed in 
the Court of Chancery, with a declaration under the seal of 
the company that it is unable to meet its engagements, and 
an affidavit bythe chairman and a majority of the directors of 
the truth of the declaration, gives the court jurisdiction, on 
application by the company, to stay any action against the 
company, on such termsas the court thinks fit. 

In the present case Mr. Salaman brought an action to 
recover a sum of £500, secured by mortgage, which became 
due on the 30th of September last. The company undertook 
to give a consent for judgment, but pending an application 
to the Lord Chancellor in this matter, had not yet done so. 
The company’s solicitor had offered to pay Mr. Salaman 
6 per cent. on the mortgage debt, but he refused. The 
revenue of the company has only sufficed to pay interest on 
the mortgages already due, no dividend having been declared 
on any shares, preference or other, since 1862. The traffic 
is now increasing, and the company desire that the mort- 
gagees should accept debenture stock in exchange for their 
mortgages. 

As the 4th section of the Act, which protects from execu- 
tion the rolling stock and plant of a railway after any part 
of the line has been opened for traffic, does not apply to an 
execution issued on a judgment recovered in an action ona 
contract entered into before the passing of the Act, Mr. 
Salaman could levy the amount of any judgment he might 
recover, on the rolling stock and plant. This it was alleged 
he intended doing, to the injury of the shareholders. The 
directors, on the 18th of November inst. filed a scheme of 
arrangement, and now applied to the court to restrain Mr. 
Salaman from proceeding further with the action at law, the 
company bringing into court the £500, pending the approval 
of the scheme by the shareholders and creditors under 
sections 10 to 14 inclusive, and its confirmation by the court 
under sections 16 and 17. 

His Honovr granted the application. 

Sullivan, Q.C., and E. F. Litton, appeared for the com- 


pany. 
Solicitors, A Boyd, J. P. Madden 
Beytagh, appeared for the mortgagee. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


ProBATE Court PRACTICE. 


Sir,—Your correspondent ‘*‘A City Solicitor,” has put 
forth a grievance which I fear the profession will not 
universally concur in pronouncing a real and substantial 
one. He complains that if an attorney is instructed to 
obtain probate of a will or letters of administration, and 
fills up the necessary forms, before the officers in the registry 
will look at them to see if they are correct, the affidavits 
must all be sworn, and, in case of administration, the bond 
must be stamped and executed. When this is done they 
are left to be examined, and it frequently happens that 
some objection is taken to the form of the affidavit or bond, 
rendering it necessary to re-swear the affidavit and re-exe- 
cute the bond, thus entailing trouble, expense, &c. 

Now it seems to me that ‘‘ A City Solicitor” lays to the 
blame of the Probate Office what is more fairly to be attri- 
butable to the negligence or ignorance of those who take 
upon them the obtaining of probate or letters of administra- 
tion. Surely an attorney, who knows anything of the prac- 
tice of the Court, ought to be able to have his papers pre- 
pared in such a way as to afford no ground for such 
objections as those referred to. It would surely be fair to 
expect that the registrars of the Court of Probate should act 
in the capacity of revisors to every attorney who brin 
papers jinto the office. It is only proper that there should 
exist such a check on the carelessness of attorneys or their 
clerks ; and its existence undoubtedly tends to render the 
number of defects both technical and substantial in the 
various documents much less than it would otherwise be. 





With regard to the loss arising from new stamps being re- 
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quired, if I am not greatly mistaken, a person can, by ap- 
plying in the proper way and in the proper place, obtain the 
amount paid for spoiled stamps. I am not aware that an ad- 
ministration bond stamp forms an exception to this rule. 
Your correspondent will find, in his ‘‘ Lawyer’s Diary” or 
other book of that kind, that spoiled stamps are allowed for 
on application at Somerset-house, on Tuesdays and Thurs- 
days between twelve and two, and on Saturdays between 
ten and twelve, and also at Gresham-house on Tuesdays and 
Thursdays from eleven till 2, when an ‘‘allowance ticket ” 
for the same value will be given for stamps spoiled within 
the six months. Under these circumstances a certificate 
from the registry seems not to be necessary. 
ConsTANT READER. 

P.S.—Since writing the above I have ascertained, at the 
Spoiled Stamp Department at Somerset-house, that adminis- 
tration bond stamps are allowed for where the bond has been 
returned as irregular or informal, and, therefore, useless. I 
may add that the office is No. 19 in the Stamp Department, 
and though it is open for business only on the days above- 
mentioned, it seems to be open for the purpose of receiving 
documents for examination, and for giving information on 
the other days of the week ; at least, I obtained the infor- 
mation I sought on one of the days on which it is not stated 
to be open for granting the ‘‘ allowance tickets.”—C. R. 





Common Law Busrnzss. 

Sir,—I take the liberty of submitting the following pro- 
position for an alteration in conducting the business of the 
present Common Law Courts by which I hope to prove that 
an increase of judges is quite unnecessary and could only 
have the effect of bringing the law into contempt. 

When a judge is selected he is competent to discharge the 
duty or not. Ifthe judge be competent, having two com- 
petent people agreeing does not make either more competent ; 
it is saying that two opinions being correct are better than one, 
or that two incompetent judges are equal to one good; or that 
the law is so doubtful that one judge is not equal to under- 
standing thelaw. Supposing the latter to be correct it isan 
argument for increasing the number of judges without limit, 
and as a decision, right or wrong, is the forced end of liti- 
gation, it makes but little difference when judges disagree 
whether the decision of one or two, or sixteen, is to be the 
binding decision. Fourteen judges take the circuits, and the 
time occupied (there being two) under three months twice 
in the year. I therefore propose that seven judges should go 
the circuit four times the year, which would enable them to 
dispose of all business, civil and criminal in the courts. 
That the three chiefs should sit during the year, with the 
exception of Long Vacation, to hear al! applications for new 
trials, special cases, &c., by which means that part of the 
law business would be disposed of. I would have three com- 
mon law judges continually sitting, say one month at West- 
minster and one in London, or entirely at Westminster, to 
try all common law jury cases. You would then have two 
judges who could attend at the Divorce Court when required, 
and at Chambers, and in less than twelve months there 
would be no arrears. I would compel a defendant to state 
his defence in writing, which would very much simplify the 
trial of causes and abolish demurrers. JANUS. 





LEGALITY OF WEARING THE BLACK GOWN IN THE PuLpIt. 


Sir,—In answer to ‘‘A Constant Reader,’* I believe he 
will find, on investigation, that the practice above men- 
tioned has a purely historical origin. 

The Act of Uniformity of Elizabeth (1 Eliz. c. 2), con- 
tained no clause limiting the right of preaching similar to 
that contained in the existing Act (13 & 14 Car. 2, c. 4, 
s. 19), and, accordingly, any person admitted thereto by 
the consent of the rector, and not inhibited by the ordinary, 
was entitled to preach in any parish church, though pro- 
hibited, of course, if not in orders, from reading any part of 
the eyo: id 

The early rectors in Elizabeth’s reign being for the most 
part the same priests who had previously held the livings, 
and not being, as a Sey rule, either very well instructed 
in, or very well affected towards, the new doctrines; the 
pulpits were generally temporarily filled by graduates of the 





* Ante p. 98. 

t This liberty extended to the reading of the lessons, in which 
respect, not having been affected by the later Act, it still exists, 
and is, in some places, made considerable use of. 





universities, deputed by those learned bodies to preach 
when required, with the consent, or at. the request, of the 
parson. These preachers, not being ecclesiastics, wore their 
academic robes, which was their proper professional costume, 
in the pulpit as well as out of it,* while the officiating 
parson wore, of course, the vestments prescribed by the Act 
of Uniformity. As the old priests came gradually to be re- 
placed by new and more highly educated men, who were 
able and willing to do their own pulpit duty, those of them 
who were graduates of the universities were looked upon as 
a higher fom than the others ; and they naturally enough 
took advantage of the custom of wearing their academic 
gowns in the pulpit, as affording them an opportunity of 
marking this distinction. In process of time a university 
degree became almost a condition precedent to Holy Orders 
ia Cashel, but by this time the practice in question had 
become a settled custom, which was followed as a custom, 
wholly irrespective of its origin; and so it has continued 
till the present day. 

It seems to me, therefore, that you, sir, are quite right 
in saying that the custom is neither legal nor illegal; that 
is to say, that no peculiar dress for the , is prescribed 
at all, and that anyone authorised to preach is also autho- 
rised to wear in the pulpit any decent garment to which he 
may be otherwise entitled. Whether it is wise in any given 
case to take advantage of this liberty to introduce variations 
in the customary practice, is a question I do not propose to 
discuss. AEX. Epw. MILLER. ° 

Lincoln’s-inn, Dec. 2. 





Sir,—In reply to a letter in your impression of the 23rd 
ult., signed ‘*A tenant for life” (No. 2), I would suggest 
that if your querist will transform his letter into ‘‘a case” 
and submit it with a fee of two guineas to any rising junior, 
he will obtain full information upon the ‘‘moot point” he 
mentions therein, and which he seeks to have answered gratis 
by the mode he has adopted. Q. ¢. 





SETTLEMENT PovicteEs. 

Sir,—I have much pleasure in replying to your friendly 
criticism of the proposed forms of ‘‘settlement policies,” 
and, in so doing, beg to assure you that the points you have 
mentioned were not overlooked. In the case of an anti- 
nuptial settlement it was always a part of the plan, that 
there should be an agreement, signed by the intended hus- 
band and wife, which would take the form of a supple- 
mentary proposal to the insurance office. This, as you 
suggest, willrightly be uponasixpenny stamp, The omis- 
sion of the usual clauses, such as the hotchpot clause 
and maintenance and advancement clauses, as well as of 
words making the power of appointment exclusive, was 
intentional, the object being extreme brevity. It is how- 
ever now thought, that by the addition of a few words, the 
nakedness of the power may be supplied, The maintenance 
and advancement clanses cannot be added, as the office 
cannot exercise any discretion, but as it will always be 
ready to pay the money into court, the aid of the Court 
may be invoked in any important case. The provision 
making the statutory declaration of the wife, or of any of 
her children, or of any legal personal representative of the 
settlor, conclusive evidence of the state of the family is 
absolutely necessary to protect the office, but as the office 
would always inquire,and in the case of the Norwich 
Union, has agents in every part of the country, there would 
be little fear of any injustice being done. 

It is not to be supposed that such an instrument as a 
policy can supersede the ordinary marriage settlement, 
which, when the trustees are well acquainted with the 
necessities of the family, and faithfully perform their trust, 
must be preferred. Settlement policies are rather intended 
to be used where no settlement would otherwise be made, 
and also to obviate the difficulty of finding desirable trus- 
tees, and to give an especial security, not unimportant, in 
the custody of the trust funds. 

With regard to the two cases of Spirett v. Willows, 13 
W. R. 329, and Smith v. Cherrell, 15 W.R. 919, I must 
contend that they are quite consistent with the law, as 
stated by mein my previous letter, It is impossible to read 
the facts of the first case, as related in the report in the court 
below (12 W. R. 734,) without seeing that the settlement 
of the £2,000 was in fact fraudulent, and probably in con- 








* At that time, and till long afterwards, persons entitled to any ° 


distinctive dress wore it habitually, and not merely when “ on duty.” 
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templation of the bankruptcy, which followed within five 
months, and the remarks of Lord Westbury upon the proof 
of the property of the settlor exceeding his debts by £53 
at the time of the settlement, ‘‘ that the fact of his retain- 
ing money enough to pay the debts owing at the time of the 
settlement, but not paying them, could not take the case 
out of the statute,” was sound sense as wellas law. In the 
second case the settlor, by the execution of the settlement, 
actually deprived herself of the meaus ot paying the debt, 
as against it, was set aside, and the case came within the 
general rule that when at the time of the execution of the 
settlement the settlor was actually insolvent, or was ren- 
dered insolvent by the making of the settlement, then the 
deed was void against the creditors, C. J. Bunron. 

19, Serjeant’s Inn. 

[This letter was received too late to admit of our adding 
any comment this week.—Ep. S. J.] 





Sir,—If any further illustrations were needed of the 
very unsatisfactory nature of the court of appeal in 

uity,and the unwise parsimony of the government in 
dividing the Lords Justices Court into two sections, as was 
practically done by the recent Act enabling the Lords Jus- 
tices to sit separately, we have one in the recent case of 
In Re The Bank of Hindustan, China, and Japan, a case re- 
cently tried before Vice-Chancellor Stuart, reported in a re- 
cent number of the Weekly Reporter (vol. 16 p. 101), but 
since overruled by Lord Justice Cairns. The point raised 
was one of very great practical importance to one branch of 
the profession, viz., the right of a solicitor in a court of 

uity, to his lien for costs as against a right of set-off 
claimed by the opposing party. The facts of the case were 
simply, that the liquidators of the company brought an ac- 
tion against a shareholder whose calls were in arrear, upon 
a guarantee alleged to have been given by him in respect ofa 
debt incurred before the winding-up. The liquidators were 
unsuccessful in their action, and on execution being issued 
against the company for the amount of the costs of the suit, 
they moved the Court to stay proceedings, claiming the 
right to set-off the amount of the defendant's unpaid calls, 
fcr which a bill not paid had been given, as against his 
claim to levy. The case for the defendant was argued on 
the ground of the jus tertit of the solicitors intervening, and 
the common law rule in their favour, together with the cases 
which have fixed the doctrine at common law in favour of 
the solicitor were cited. Vice-Chancellor Stuart in his 
judgment lays it down as a perfectly established principle 
that in equity the lien of a solicitor never interfered with 
the rights of the parties, citing Lord Langdale’s decision in 
Cattell v. Simons, 6 Beav. 306, and Mr. Daniel’s Chancery 
Practice (vol. 2 1694), as authorities in favour of that estab- 
lished principle of equity. Within a week the case was 
taken on appeal to Lord Cairns, an appeal from the 
mind of one judge to the mind of another, and that from 
a judge who has sat as a judge in equity for as many 
years as the learned Lord Justice has weeks; this 
general principle of equity is known nothing of, and the rule 
of common law is held to prevail. It is not of course for 
us to decide which view is correct, but what, in justice 
to the profession and the public, we must point out is, 
that such an appellate Court as is here constituted is 
practically valueless, If a learned and experienced judge 
is to lay down as a general principle of equity, upon such 
a practical point as a solicitor’s lien, that which another 
equally learned, but not so experienced a judge, refuses 
to recognize, and ergo overrules, it is time that the public 
had some security for such a point being properly decided 
beyond that which our vivisected Equity Appeal Court 
gives us. 

It should be observed that the appeal has not as yet 
been reported except in the J'imes, and it is impossible to 
say from that report whether the authorities referred to 
by Vice-Chancellor Stuart were brought under the notice 
of the Lords Justices, The case before the Vice. Chancellor 
up to the present has only been reported in the Weekly Re- 
porter, and the fact that from this source only could his 
honour’s judgment at the date of the appeal have been 
referred to, is some testimony to the necessity of keeping 
up some set of weekly reports fit for citation, if cases are 
to be properly argued, Lex, 








The Lord Chancellor has consented to become one of the pa- 
trons of the Manchester Law Clerks’ Society. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, James Paterson, Barrister-at-Law, of the Northern 
Circuit, has been appointed one of the Special Commis. 
sioners for Irish fisheries. Mr. Paterson was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in May, 1850, and formerly prac- 
tisedas a special pleader and parliamentary draughtsman 
and has latterly become a member of the Northern Circuit. 


Tue Ricut Hon. Epwarp StrarHearn Gorpon, Lord- 
Advocate of Scotland, was returned to Parliament, on the 
2nd of December, as member for the borough of Thetford. 
Mr. Gordon became an advocate at the Scottish bar in 1835, 
and was for many years Sheriff and Commissary of Perth- 
shirc, but became Solicitor-Genersl for Scotland on the 
formation of the Derby ministry in 1866. In March of the 
present year, Mr. Gordon succeeded Mr. Patton as Lord 
Advocate, on that gentleman being raised to the Bench as 
Lord Justice Clerk and President of the second Division of 
the Court of Session, 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Dec. 3.—Sales of Reversions Bill.—The Lord Chancellor, 
in moving the second reading of this bill, said that its 
object was to place the sales of reversions and ordinary sales 
of land in possession upon an equal footing. Under the 
existing law a purchaser of a reversion must prove that he - 
has given adequate value for the property, a proof which 
was not required in the case of the sale of property in pos- 
session. In one instance, where the purchasér had evidently 
acted in the most — and fair manner, the judges had 
felt bound by the authorities to reverse the decision of the 
Master of the Rolls, holding the sale in question good. All 
that the bill now before the House proposed to do was to 
enact that the purchase of a reversion should not be set 
aside merely upon the ground of the inadequacy of the price 
paid, leaving the law as it at present stood in cases of fraud, 
overreaching, or undue influence. 

The bill was then read a second time. 

The Metropolitan Streets Act (1867) Amendment Bill 
was read a second time. 

The Totnes, Reigate, &c., Writs Bill was read a first 
time. 

Dec. 5.—The Sales of Reversions Bill passed through 
committee. 

The Metropolitan Streets Act (1867) Amendment Bill 
passed through committee. On the report a clause was 
added to the bill, dealing with the hackney carriage lamp 
question, by transferring the discretionary power now vested 
in the Commissioners of Police to the Home Secretary. 

The Totnes, Reigate, &c., Writs Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Nov. 29.—Mr. Beresford Hope asked the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the Treasury had arrived at any determi- 
nation as to the appointment of architect for the new courts 
of justice, and whether he would object to state that deter- 
mination to the House. 

Mr. Hunt replied that the Treasury had not arrived at 
any determination at present. The circumstances of the 
case were as follows :—The Act of Parliament directed that 
the plans were to be determined upon by the Treasury with 
the advice and concurrence of the Commissioners. Before 
the change of Government the late Treasury thought that 
the best way of arriving at the concurrence of the Com- 
missioners was to join with them ir the appointment of a 
committee of judges, The Commissioners accordingly ap- 
pointed certain members of that coiumittee of judges and 
the Treasury appointed others, Shortly before the House 
adjourned for the recess the Treasury received a communi- 
cation from those gentlemen, stating that they had been 
unable to arrive at a decision that any one design was the 
best, and they went on to say that they therfore had ar- 
rived at the conclusion that two gentlemen ought to be 
appointed to prepare a final plan jointly. The reply of the 
‘Treasury was to the effect that a communication of that 
kind was not such an award as the Treasury expected the 
judges would have made, and the matter was referred back 
to then: in the hope that they would agree upon some one 
architect. Only yesterday a farther reply was received 
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from the jndges of design, stating that they adhered to 
their original recommendation. Under these circumstances 
the Treasury proposed to do what the Act of Parliament 
laid down, and to seek the advice of the Commissioners. 

The Attorney.General, in answer to a question by Mr. 

Forster, said that under the seventh section of the Reform 
Act every occupier must be rated; and also, that any pay- 
ment of rates by the landlord, as the agent of the tenant 
duly authorised for that purpose, would be held to bea 
personal payment by the tenant. 

The Sales of Reversions Bill passed through committee. 

A Bill by Mr. Shaw-Lefevre, to enable persons to secure 
to their wives and children the benefit of life policies by 
nominations endorsed upon the policy, was read a first 
time. 

The Companies’ Amendment Act, 1867.-—Mr. Graves 
asked the Solicitor-General whether any rules had been 
issued by the Court of Chancery in relation to companies 
applying to reduce their capital under the Companies’ 
Amendment Act, 1867, and whether proceedings could now 
be taken in the Court of Chancery for enabling eompanies 
to effect that object. 

The Solicitor-General said that the judges in the Court 
of Chancery had not yet found it necessary to draw up any 
rules relating to companies applying to reduce their capital 
under the Act in question, but proceedings could be taken 
hy 2 company, and in the court of one of the Vice-Chan- 
cellurs had been taken, for such a reduction of capital. The 
course adopted was this :—The judge ascertained, as far as 
was practicable, the position of the company and the 
amount of its debt. He then fixed atime within which 
creditors were invited by advertisement to state whether 
they consented to the proposed reduction, At the expira- 
tion of this time the judge required to be satisfied that the 
debts of all those creditors who had not consented had either 
been paid or security given. When this had been done, 
and not before, the sanction of the Court was given to the 
reduction of the capital of the compary. 

Tribunals of Commerce.—In reply to Mr. Forster, Mr. 
Cave said that this subject was within the scope of the 
Judication Commission. 

Chambers of Commerce.—Mr. Forster asked whether the 
Government intended to issue any regulations informing 
chambers of commerce how they could make use of the 23rd 
section (associations not for profit) of the Companies’ Act, 
passed last session. 

Mr. Cave said the Board of Trade had nearly completed 
a form of procedure, consisting of a draught memorandum 
of association, and articles of association, which would, 
with an explanatory letter, be printed, and sent to the 
various chambers of commerce, and which will. without 
binding the Board of Trade or the chambers to all its de- 
tails, serve, to indicate generally the ceurse which should 
be adopted. If the chambers enrolled themselves as associ- 
ations limited by guarantee. instead of as companies limited 
by shares, they would avoid the expense and trouble, and 
sufficiently distinguish thenfselves from trading companies, 

Nov. 30.—The Metropolitan Streets Act (1867) Amend- 
ment Bill and the Sales of Reversions Bill were read a third 
time and passed. 

Dec. 2.—The following questions on the rating clauses of 
the Reform Act were put by Mr. Goschen :— 

1, ‘‘ Whether the provisions of the 30th section of the 
Act 2, William IV., c. 45, which enact, that any occupier 
who claims to be rated and tenders the full amount of rates, 
if any, then due, shall, notwithstanding the neglect or re- 
fusal of the overseers to put his name upon the rate-book 
for the time being, ‘nevertheless for the purposes of the 
said Act be deemed to have been rated,’—have in any wa 
been restricted or modified by the Reform Act of last ses- 
sion ?” 

The Atterney-General thought not. 

2. ‘* Whether any change in the form of such claim to be 
rated is rendered necessary by section 2 of clause 7, or by 
any other clause, of the Reform Act of last session ?” 

The Attorney-General said there was no form given by 
the 2nd of William IV., c. 45; and that if, since the 
Act of last session, aclaim were made to be rated in pursu- 
ance of that Act, that is all that is required from the occu- 
pier who desires to be put upon the rate-book. 

3. ‘‘ Whether the protection afforded to occupiers who 
are entitled to the franchise under the Reform Act of 1832, 


convey the franchise, whether the overseers comply with 
the demand or not, is extended to those who are entitled to 
the franchise under the Act of last session, notwithstand- 
ing the omission of any similar provision in the Act it. 
self.” 

The Attorney-General thought that protection continued, 
because it would be found that the Act of 1832 was, by 
section 59 of the new Act, incorporated with that Act and 
made part of the Act itself. 

4, * Whether section 2, clause 7, of the last Reform Act 
lays the burden of ascertaining that all the necessary entries 
are correctly and fully made in the rate-book on the occupier, 
on pain of losing his vote, or whether it is only an injunc- 
tion to the overseers, the non-compliance with which will 
not invalidate the qualification of the occupier.” 

The Attorney-General said—The third section of the new 
Act points out who is to be entitled to the franchise, and 
the person entitled as an occupier of a dwelling-house must 
have been rated and must have paid his rates. No substan- 
tial alteration in the law is made by the Act of last session, 
Certain things must appear on the rate-book or else the 
occupier is not rated as is required in order that he ma 
obtain the franchise. He is, therefore, in the same position 
as the occupier was before, and as regards misnomers and 
inaccuracies, there is an Act, 6th Vict., which provides that 
many of these inaccuracies shall not vitiate the entry on 
the rate-book. In other respects the occupier remains in 
the same position as before the late Act passed. 

5. Whether, if the overseers neglect or refuse to enter 
into the rate-books the separate amount of rate falling upon 
each tenement of a block of buildings, or a house hitherto 
rated as a whole, the occupiers of such separate tenements 
will lose their votes, or wheter a claim on their part to 
be fully rated and pay whatever may be their proportion of 
rate, + Gree they are made to state in their claim what 
that amount may be, will be sufficient to enable them to 
vote.” 

The Attorney-General thought it would be found that 
since the last Act occupiers of blocks were in precisely the 
same position as before. When owners chose to let their 
houses in flats, as in Victoria-street, a difficulty did before 
exist, and the same difficulty would exist still. However, 
under the 7th section of the late Act, the overseers were re- 
quired to ascertain the occupiers of each separate house 
within the meaning of the Act, and to put their names upon 
the rate-book. 

6. “If such claim is not sufficient, what powers have 
the occupiers to ascertain the proportionate amount of rate 
falling on their tenement, or to compel the overseers to rate 
them separately ?” 

The Attorney-General said that they should at once give 
notice to the overseer that they claim to be occupiers within 
the entire block, and they would have a right to appeal in 
the event of the overseer not rating them separately. And 
if complaint should be made that the overseer wilfully or 
maliciously refused to rate them separately, an action might 
lie against the overseer for so refusing. 

Sir W. Hutt said that in the borough he represented the 
overseer, while rating to the poor the occupiers of those 
houses which were formerly compounded for, took a differ- 
ent course in their case from that which he pursued with 
respect to the occupiers of separate tenements. He placed 
on the book not the occupier, but the owner, and under 
these circumstances the occupiers would not be qualified. 
The Attorney-General thought the overseer was wrong, 
because the 7th section provided that after the passing of the 
Act no owner of a dwellinghouse should be rated to the poor- 
rate instead of the occupier, except as thereinafter men- 
tioned; and the next clause was that the full rateable value 
of every dwellinghouse, the rate, and the name of the occu- 
pier should be entered upon the rate-book. 

A bill was read a first time, providing that no writ should 
be issued to the four boroughs disfranchised by the Reform 
Act, and that no registration of voters should take place in 
any of those boroughs. 

Dec, 3.—The Lord-Advocate took the oath and his seat, 
on his election as M.P. for Thetford. 

The Totnes, Reigate, &c. Writs Bill was read a second 
time, and the standing orders being then suspended, was 
then read a third time and passed. 

Mr. Newdegate moved an address to the Queen praying 
her to cause all memorials received at the Home Office, re« 
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ments, or sentences of penal servitude, to be laid before Par- 
liament twice in each year, explaining that his object was to 
assist Parliament in its attempts at legal reforms by furnish- 
ing it with a record of the real operation and execution of 
the laws apart from the judges’ sentences. 

Mr. Hardy pointed out that the information asked would 
not only be useless, but would mislead, and would not bring 
to the knowledge of Parliament the most material facts on 
which the Home Secretary acted. He objected, too, to the 
production of these memorials, because they were so nume- 
rous—1,000 on an average yearly, and because they were often 
libellous, either imputing perjury, or charging the com- 
mission of the Ly bernie crime under investigation on some- 
body else ; and because their production would generally 
impede the exercise of the prerogative of mercy. 

The motion was ultimately withdrawn. 

Bills—by Mr. Hardcastle for the Abolition of Church-Rates 
and by Mr. Waldegrave Leslie, to amend the law in re- 
spect of the Sale and Purchase of Railway and Gas Com- 

ies Shares (analogousto Mr. Leeman’s Act, relative to 
Bank Shares), were read a first time. 





IRELAND. 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius. 

The Lord Chief Baron said, in reference to a case which 
recently appeared before him, and in which it had been 
made the subject of complaint that an attorney, having 
acted for a client with reference to a case at quarter ses- 
sions, had, notwithstanding his having thus become ac- 
quainted with his client’s affairs, taken a retainer and 
acted against the client in the same cause of action in the 
superior courts.—that, when he had been only a few years 
at the Bar, he had been instructed to draw a bill on be- 
half of a testator’s next of kin, to recover the amount of a 
residuary bequest, and, having prepared the bill and 
obtained an injunction, a case for the defendant was sub- 
sequently send to him, and he was pressed to act. He de- 
clined, and the matter was referred to a gentleman of the 
Bar, who gave his opinion that he (the Chief Baron) might 
accept the brief. He still, however, declined, and con- 
sulted the late Sir Michael O’Loghlen and Mr. Jonathan 
Henn, than whom no higher authorities were at the Bar, 
who were of opinion that he ought not to act against his 
former client under the circumstances, and he acted on that 
advice ever after at the Bar. 





Richard Owen Armstrong, Esq., solicitor, has been ap- 
pointed Chief Clerk in Chancery.—Salary £1,000 a-year. 

Alexander Bate, Esq., solicitor, Clerk of the Crown for 
Galway, has been appointed Chief Registrar of the Bank- 
tupt Court, in the room of Cheyne Brady, Esq., resigned. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this Society held in Clement's Inn Hall, 
on Wednesday evening, the 4th inst., with Mr. H, E. 
Stenning in the chair, it was moved by Mr. P. W. Drum- 
mond, ‘* That a covenant by a lessee of a public house for 
himself and his assigns to buy all liquors to be consumed 
in his house at a specified brewery belonging to the lessors, 
runs with the land so as to bind his assigns,” and after 
avery spirited and animated diseussion the motion was 
lost by a majority of nine. 








FIRST REPORT OF THE DIGEST OF LAW COM- 
MISSION, 


To THE QUEEN’S MOST EXCELLENT MaJgeEsry. 
_ We, Your Majesty’s Commissioners appointed ‘‘ to inquire 
into the expediency of a Digest of Law, and the best means 
of accomplishing that object, and of otherwise exhibiting in a 
compendious and accessible form the law as embodied in 
Judicial Decisions,” humbly submit to Your Majesty this 
our First Report. 

1—By the term Law, as used in Your Majesty’s Com- 
mission, we understand the Law of England, comprising the 
whole Civil Law, in whatever Courts administered, the 








Criminal Law, the Law relating to the Constitution, Juris- 
diction, and Procedure of Courts (including the Law of 
Evidence), and Constitutional Law. 

In each of these divisions are comprised Laws derived 
from three distinct sources. 

1. The first source is the Common Law, which consists of 
customs and principles, handed down from remote times, 
— accepted from age to age, as furnishing rules of legal 
right. 

2. The second sourse is the Statute Law, which derives its 
authority from the Legislature. 

8. The third source is the Law embodied in, and to a 
great extent created by, judicial decisions and dicta. These, 
indeed, as far as they have relation to the Common Law 
and Statute Law, are not so much a source of Law as au- 
thoritative expositions of it ; but, with respect to doctrines 
of Equity and rules of Procedure and Fividence, they may 
often be regarded as an original source of Law. 

That serious evils arise from the extent and variety of the 
materials, from which the existing law has to be ascertained, 
must be obvious from the following considerations : 

The records of the Common Law are in general destitute 
of method, and exhibit the law only in a fragmentary form. 

The statute law is of great bulk. In the quarto edition 
in ordinary use, known as Ruffhead’s, with its continuations, 
there are forty-five volumes, although ( particularly in 
the earlier period) a large quantity of matter is psa | 
omitted, or given in an abbreviated form, as having 
to be in force. The contents of these volumes form one mass, 
without any systematic arrangement, the Acts being placed 
in merely chronological order, according to the dateof enact- 
ment, in many cases the same Act containing provisions on 
heterogeneous subjects. A very large portion of what now 
stands printed at length has been repealed, or has expired, 
or otherwise ceased to be in force. There is no thorough 
severance of effective from non-effective enactments, nor does 
there exist in a complete form any authoritative index, or 
other guide by the aid of which they may be distinguished. 
Much, too, contributes to swell the statute book which is of 
a special or local character, and cannot be regarded as belong- 
ing to the general law of England. 

e judicial decisions and dicta are dispersed through 
upwards of 1,300 volumes, eomprising, as we estimate, nearly 
100,000 cases, exclusive of about 150 volumes of Irish reports, 
which deal to a great extent with law common to England 
and Ireland. <A large proportion of these cases are of no 
real value as sources or expositions of law at the present 
day. Many of them are obsolete ; many have been made 
useless by subsequent statutes, by amendment of the law, 
re of the statutes on which the cases were decided, or 
otherwise ; some have been reversed on appeal, or overruled 
in principle ; some are inconsistent with or contradictory to 
others ; many are limited to particular facts or special states 
of circumstances furnishing no general rule ; and many do 
no more than put a meaning on mere singularities of expres- 
sion in instruments (as wills, agreements, or local Acts of 
Parliament ), or exhibit the application, in particular in- 
stances, of established rules of construction. A considerable 
number of the cases are reported many times over, in different 
publications, and there often exist (especially in earlier times) 
partial reports of the same case at different stages, involving 
much repetition. But all this matter remains, incumbering the 
books of reports. The cases are not arranged on any system; 
and their number receives large yearly accessions also neces- 
sarily destitute of order: so that the volumes constitute (to 
use the = of one of your Majesty’s Commissioners) 
*‘what can m~ be described, but may be denominated a 
great chaos of judicial legislation.” * 

At present the practitioner, in order to form an opinion 
on any point of law not of ordinary occurrence, is usually 
obliged to search out what rules of the Common Law, what 
statutes, and what judicial decisions bear upon the subject, 
and to endeavour to ascertain their combined effect. If, as 
frequently happens, the cases are numerous, this process is 
long and difficult ; yet it must be performed by each practi- 
tioner, for himself, when the question arises, and in some cases, 
after an interval of time, it may have even to be repeated 
by the same person. Without treatises, which collect and 
comment on the law relating to particular subjects, it is 
difficult to conceive how the work of the legal profession and 
the administration of justice, which greatly depends on’ it, 
* Speech of the Lord Chancellor (Lord Westbury) on the Revision 
of by Law, House of Lords, 12th June, 1863. Stevens & Norton, 

age 8. 
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could be carried on ; but, however excellent such separate 
treatises may be, they do not give the aid and guidance that 
would be afforded by a complete exposition of the Law in a 
uniform shape. 

A digest, correctly framed, and revised from time to time, 
would go far to remedy the evils we have pointed out. It 
would bring the mass of the law within a moderate compass, 
and it would give order and method to the constituent 

arts. 

. For a digest (in the sense in which we understand the 
term to be used in Your Majesty’s Commission, and in 
which we use it in this report), would be a condensed sum- 
mary of the law as it exists, arranged in systematic order, 
under appropriate titles and sub-divisions, and divided into 
distinct articles or propositions, which would be supported 
by references to the sources of law whence they were severally 
derived, and might be illustrated by citations of the prin- 
cipal instances in which the rules stated had been discussed 
or applied. 

_ a digest would in our judgment be highly benefi- 
cial. 
It would be of especial value in the making, the adminis- 
tration, and the study of the law. 

When a necessity arises for legislation on any subject, one 
of the principal difficulties, which those who are responsible 
for the framing of the measure have to encounter, is to 
ascertain what is the existing law in all its bearinigs. 
The systematic exposition, in the digest, of the law on the sub- 
ject would enable the members of the legislature generally, 
and not merely those who belong to th e legal profession, 
to understand better the effect of the legislation proposed. 
And there would be this further benefit, that new laws, 
when made, would, on periodical revisions of the digest, find 
their proper places in the system, and would not have to 
be sought for, as at present, in scattered enactments. 

The digest would be of great use to every person engaged 
in the administration of thelaw. All those whose duties re- 
quite them to decide legal questions in circumstances in which 
they have not access te large libraries or other ample sources 
of information, would find in the digest a ready and certain 
guide. Counsel advising would be spared much pains in 
searching for the law in indexes, reports, and text-books ; 
and judges would be greatly assisted as well in hearing cases as 
in preparing judgments. 

he digest would be most advantageous in the study of 
the law ; for it would put forth legal principles in a form 
in which they would be readily appreciated, contrasted, and 
committed to mind, and thus substitute the study of a 
system for the desultory contemplation of special subjects. 

- It is not unreasonable to expect that this condensation 
and methodical arrangement of legal principles would have 
a salutary effect upon the law itself. It would give the 
ready means of considering, in connexion with one another, 
branches of the law which invole similar principles, though 
their subject matters may widely differ. It would thus 
bring to light analogies and differences, and, by inducing a 
more constant reference to general principles, in place of 
isolated decisions, have a tendency to beget the highest 
attributes of any legal system,—simplicity and uniformity. 

The persons charged with the framing of the digest might 
be also intrusted with the duty of pointing out, from time to 

time, the conflicts, anomalies, and doubts, which in the 
course of their labours would appear. Thus the process of 
constructing the digest would be conducive to valuable 
amendments of the law. These amendments would be 
embodied in the digest in their proper places. 

Moreover, such a digest will be the best preparation for a 
code, if at any future time codification of the law should be 
resolved on. 

But great as are the advantages to which we have referred 
as likely to flow from the formation of a digest of law, the 
argument for it may, we think, be rested even on the higher 
ground of national duty. Your Majesty’s subjects, in their 
relations towards each other, are expected to conform to the 
laws of the state, and are not held excused on the plea of 
ignorance of the law, from the consequences of any wrongful 
act. It is in these laws that they must seek the provisions 
made for their liberty, for their privileges, for the protection 
of their persons and property, for their social well-being. It 
is, as we conceive, a duty of the state to take care that these 
laws shall, so far as is practicable, be exhibited in a form, 

jlain, compendious, and accessible, and calculated to bring 

ome actual knowledge of the law to the greatest possible 
number of persons. The performance of this duty—a duty 





which other countries in ancient and modern times haye 
held themselves bound to recognize and discharge—has, in 
this country, yet to be attempted. ‘ 

On these grounds we report to your Majesty our opinion 
that a digest of law is expedient. 

IJ.—Having arrived at this conclusion, we proceed to the 
consideration of the further inquiry which your Majesty has 
been pleased to intrust to us,—namely, the best means of 
accomplishing a digest of the law. 

It may be proper here to advert to what has recently been 
done in the state of New York. The laws of that state (as 
in other states also of the Union) rest generally, for their 
basis, on those of this country as they existed when the 
states declared their independence. Cases decided in our 
courts before that time are still regularly cited before Ameri- 
can tribunals, as they are in Westminster Hall ; and, in. 
deed, the reports of our courts, up to the present day, are 
largely cited and relied on in argument in American courts, 
The work which has been lately accomplished by the com- 
missioners for framing codes for the state of New York is, in 
form, a series of codes, laying down prospectively what the 
law is to be, two of which codes have already received the 
sanction of the Legislature. But, as a preparatory step to 
the formation of these codes, a complete collection, or what, 
after great examination, the commissioners believed to be a 
complete collection, under appropriate heads, of the law 
on each subject, was formed by gentlemen employed for 
the purpose under the Commissioners.* 

We do not desire to conceal that the task of forming{such 
a digest as we contemplate, would necessarily require a con- 
siderable expenditure of time and money, though we are 
strongly of opinion that the benefits that would result 
from it would amply compensate for any such expenditure. 

We think it clear that a work of this nature (regard being 
had especially to the importance of its carrying with it the 
greatest weight) could not be accomplished by private enter- 
prise, and that it must be executed by public authority, and 
at the national expense. 

With respect to the means of accomplishing it, we have 
considered various plans. Any plan must, we think, involve 
the appointment of a commission or body for executing or 
superintending the execution of the work. It is obvious 
that, whatever arrangement is adopted, a certain number of 
functionaries must be employed, at a high remuneration, in 
the capacity of commissioners, assistant commissioners, or 
secretaries, and that there must be a considerable expen- 
diture on the services of members of the legal profession, 
employed from time to time in the preparation of the materials 
to be ultimately moulded into form by or under the 
immediate supervision of the commission or responsible 
body. 

We are anxious to avoid any recommendation that would 
involve the necessity of immediate outlay on a large scale ; 
and we therefore recommend that a portion of the digest, 
sufficient in extent to be a fair specimen of the whole, should 
be in the first instance prepared, before your Majesty's 
government is committed to an expenditure which will be 
considerable, and which, when once begun, must continue 
for several years, if it is to be at all efficacious. : 

We are not authorized, by the terms of your Majesty's 
commission, to undertake the execution or direction of such 
a work, but we are of opinion that it might be conveniently 
executed under our superintendence. 

If this should be your Majesty’s pleasure, we humbly 
submit that the necessary powers should be conferred on us 
to enableus to carry this recommendation into effect, and that 
means should be furnished to us of employing adequate pro- 
fessional assistance for this purpose. 

In the progress of the work, thus done, light will be thrown 
on the question of the best organization of the body to be 
constituted for the completion of the digest. A fair estimate 
will be formed of the time that will be required for the whole. 
Difficulties, not now foreseen in detail, will doubtless be en- 
countered, and the best way to overcome them will be ascer- 
tained. The solution of questions which have already oc- 
curred to us will be attained, or at any rate promoted. Some 
of these questions are the following—what is the best mode 
of dealing with statute law in the digest—how should con- 
flicting rules of law (if any) and doubts which have been au- 
thoritatively raised respecting particular cases or doctrines 





* Mr. David Dudley Field, to whose exertions the State ot New York is 
mainly indebted for this important work, was so good as to attend one of 
our meetings, and to give us full information respecting the course which 
had been pursued, 
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of law be treated—and what provision should be made on the 
important point of the nature and extent of the authority 
which the digest should have in the courts, and how that 
authority can best be conferred on it. 

We propose, in this our first report, to limit ourselves to 
the conclusions and recommendations we have now stated. 
The consideration of other questions arising from the terms 
of your Majesty s commission, and a fuller treatment of some 
ofthe subjects here adverted to, we reserve for subsequent 


re’ . 
MM which is humbly submitted to your Majesty’s gracious 
consideration. 
Dated this 13th day of May, 1867. 
CRANWORTH. 
WESTBURY. 
CAIRNS. 
JAMES PLAISTED WILDE. 
Rosert Lowe. 
W. P. Woon, 
GrorGE BowYER. 
RouNDELL PALMER. 
JOHN GEORGE SHAW LEFEVRE. 
T. ERsKINE May. 
W. T. S. DANIEL. 
Henry THRING. 
Frans. 8. REILLY. 









OBITU ARY. 


Mr. HERBERT LLOYD. 

We regret to announce the death of Herbert Lleyd, Esq., 
solicitor, and deputy of the Ward of Cripplegate within, 
which took place suddenly, at his residence, Marlborough 
Road, St. John’s Wood, on the 13th November. On that 
day Mr. Lloyd had been engaged in official duty in one of 
the committee-rooms at Guildhall, but soon after reaching 
home he complained of illness, and expired in a few hours, 
He was admitted in Trinity Term, 1857, and carried on 
business at Wood-street, Cheapside. He was a son-in-law 
of the late Mr. J. Gilbert Saggers, a city solicitor, and 
formerly vestry-clerk of St. Helen’s, Bishopsgate, Mr. 
Lloyd was an active member of the Corporation of London, 
his connection with which body commenced in 1852, he 
being elected a common-councilman on St. Thomas’s 
Day of that year. He was a Commissioner of Lieutenancy, 
amember of the Court of Sewers, had been chairman of 
several Corporation Committes, and was also a member of 
the Spectacle Makers’ Company. He was much esteemed 
by his colleagues for his courteousness and amiability; he 
was in his sixty-second year at the time of his death. 





MR. C. G. ROUND. 

We have to announce the death of Charles Gray Round, 
Esq., formerly Recorder of Colchester, who expired at Birch 
Hall,. his seat, in Essex, on the Ist December. The de- 
ceased gentleman was the eldest son of the late Charles 
Round, Esq,, of Birch Hall, by the daughter of the late 
Joseph Green, Esq., of London, and was born in 1797, He 
was educated at Winchester School and at Balliol College, 
Oxford, where he graduated B.A. 1818, and M.A., 1821; 
in June of the following year he was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn, He presided for a long period as chairman 
of the Essex Quarter Sessions, and for upwards of thirty 
years was Recorder of Colchester, from which office he but 
recently retired. In 1837 Mr. Round was elected M.P. for 
North Essex, and was re-elected in 1841, sitting for that 
county in Parliament, in the Conservative interest, for ten 
years. At the general election of 1847, however, he be- 
came a candidate for the representation of the University 
of Oxford, in conjunction with Sir Robert Inglis and Mr. 
Gladstone, but was defeated on this occasion, and did not 
again enter the arena of Parliamentary life. 


MR. E. F. SLACK. 

The Mayor of Bath (Mr. Edward Francis Slack, soli- 
citor), died very suddenly on the 29th ultimo, at the Guild- 
hall of that city, while presiding at the Guildhall of that 
city at a popniar entertainment, consisting of ‘‘ Penny 
Readings,” given to promote a benevolent object. Mr. 
Slack, who took out his certiticate as an attorney in 1846, 
was a member of the firm of Slack & Simmons, He had a 








large practice in Bath, and took a prominent part in the 
proceedings connected with the Road murder, on which 
occasion he conducted an extra-judicial investigation to 
discover the culprit. 

MR. JOSEPH HALL. 

Mr. Joseph Hall, a solicitor, of Coleman-street, City, 
expired, after 1 brief illness, at his residence in Stockwell- 
park, on the 27th November. Mr. Hall was certificated in 
Trinity Term, 1837. 


PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quorartron, Dec 6, 1867. 
[From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.)] 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 92 Annuities, April, 85 

Ditto for Account, 93 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 20} 

3 per Cent. Reduced, 92% Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 

New 3 per Cent., 93 Ditto, £500, Do — 

Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 94 Ditto, £100 & £200, — pm 

Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 5} per 
Do..5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 102 Ct. (last half-year) 244} 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 225 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72, 103% 











Ditto for Account Ditto, 5§ = Cent., May,*79, 1095 
Ditto 5per Cent., July, 80 1154 Ditto Debcutnres, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64 — 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 788 1005 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 106 





Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, — pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 883] Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 58 pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 




























































Shares. Railways. |Paid, |Closing Prices, 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ........+0« escnceenedeceousess 100 82 
Stock | Caledonian | 78 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ......00000 9% 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ....... . at 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 } 7 
Stock | Great Northern 109 
Stock Do., A Stock* | i 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland} 100 96 
Stock | Great Western— Original ...... --| 100 4ig 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford 100 30 
Stock Do., d0.— Newport ...ecerceeee -| 100 31 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire .......... -| 100 124 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... | 100 53 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover...........00+ 100 18 
Stock | London and North-Western 1144 
Stock | London and South-Western 79 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 100 48 
Stock | Metropolitan 10@ 117 
Stock | Midland ......... 100 1134 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby ............| 100 83 
Stock | North British ...... eeecenccocesesecscccese.ceccee 100 34 
Stock | North London iene 100 116 

10 Sea aaeined 5 64 
Stock | North Staffordshire..........ceccecseseccesesees 100 &2 
Stock | South Devon ....00-.-ceeerereseeeeesereeeerereees 100 44 
Stock | South-Eastern .....cscocccretesscorecceveccecseses 100 67 
Stock | Taft Vale.....scsceresesesseesrenssnseeseecsceseees 100 130 

10 | Do.,C _— 

I 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 




















Price 
No. of] Dividend | per 
shares} per annum Names. Shares Paid. | share. 
| £ le andigs 4. 
5000] 5 pe & bs} Clerical, Med. & Gen, Life’ 100 [10 0 0/98 0 0 
4000] 40 pe & bs} County oe awe, 100) 110 0/185 0 OO 
49000] 5 pe & bs} Eagle ave eee - 6501/5 0 09 0 0 
10000] 72 2s 6d pe} Equityand Law ... +. 100 )6.0 OO 71S 0 
20000] 7 2s 6d pe} English & Scot. Law Life 50 | 310 0) 4 0 6 
2700] 5 per cent} Equitable Reversionary..., 105 ens 91 00 
4600} 5 percent] Do. New... .. .. «= 130 0 «04315 @ 
5000] 5& 3pshb| Gresham Lire... ow 20 )5 0 0 
20000} 5 per cent; Guardian ,.. ace -» 100 [50 0 0/4610 0 
20000) 5 per cent} Home & Col. Ass.,Limtd. 50 | 5 0 0015 @ 
7500 per cent} Imperial Life... | 100 110 0 O16 10 @ 
60000] 6 per cent} Law Fire... eve «. 100 | 210 0}5 @ @ 
10000] 324 pr cent} Law Lite ... «+, 100 [10 0 0/8910 @ 
100000] 10 per cent] Law Union we eet 10 1 O10 OF ONE C 
20000} 9s 6d pr sh} Legal & General Life ...; 50 | 8 0 0/710 @ 
20000) 5 per cent) London & Provincial Law; 50 | 417 8] 410 0 
40000} 10 pe & bs} North Brit. & Mercantile) 50 | 6 5 0:15:0 6 
2500} 124 & bns| Provident Life ... ...) 100 [10 0 0/38 @ @ 
689220} 20 per cent| Royal Exchange... ...| Stock} All (3020 0 
— | 6 percent) Sun Fire .. ae eee) ne All j1780 0 
4000 oe 1 DO. Life ooo ncn weet All [63 0 9 
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MoneEY MaRkeET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

There is but little to record of the past week; at its commence- 
ment investments of almost all descriptions were steady at the 
improved quotations of last week. Unfayourable advices from 
Paris, however, operated to neutralise the impetus of last week’s 
rise; and since the commencement of the present week the funds 
have been weak and fluctuating. Inthe share market, the im- 
petus given last week to railway investments operated throughout 
the whole of Saturday, the Monday witnessing a relapse. At 
the present date there has been a slight recovery in these invest- 
ments, but the prices were not maintained with firmness to the 
close of the day. 

The drain of bullion from the Bank, which set in some time 
ago, still continues. In the Bank of France, on the other hand, 
bullion still accumulates. The discount demand is, as usually 
happens at the close of the year, becoming slightly brisker. 
Terms, however, on the Stock Exchange are still no higher than 
1 and 1} per cent. 

The prospective increase of the Income-Tax appears to have 
exercised no influence upon the markets. 

Rentes 69f. lic. 








The election of the Vice-chancellor or of the University of 
Dublin, in place of the late Earl of Rossse is fixed for the 20th 
December. it is generally believed that Lord Cairns will be 
chosen for distin guished position. 


ReEcoRD OF TITLE IN IRELAND.—The Record of Title Act 
assumed that all future titles issuing from the Landed Estates 
Court would be recorded, the burden of declining to record being 
thrown on the owner. By the 7th section any person obtaining 
a conveyance or declaration from the Landed Estates Court may, 
by requisition under his hand, require that the title so conferred 
shall not be recorded under the Act. Signature by the owner 
himself is, therefore, indispensable, and it is, no doubt, the duty 
of the solicitor to consult his client as to whether the title shall 
be recorded or not. A practice, however, has grown up, quite 
contrary to the spirit of the Act. A printed form not to record 
is sent to the client, to which his signature is requested, without 
adequate, and sometimes without any explanation that by 
singing it he excludes himself from the benefit of an Act which 
was passed through Parliament, almost without a dissentient 
voice in either House, as an undoubted public benefit. Several 
cases have come to my knowledge which clearly prove the neces- 
sity for exercising personal vigilance, and the same indepen- 


judgment which secured the passing of the Recora of Title Act, 
in order now to ensure its good working. From the way in which 
the knowledge was obtained, I do not feel at liberty to mention 
the particulars ; but it admits of no doubt that the practice re- 
ferred to of asking clients to sign, as a matter of course, the 


printed notice not to record, prevails very extensively, and exerts 
a most P rags ae influence against the recording of titles.— 
Henry Dix Hutton’s “ Record of Title.” 


Mr. Mendes who took the Exhibition at the last examination 
for calls to the Bar is a native of Calcutta, and taking his 
degrees of B.A. and LL.B. at the University of London, he also 
obtained honors. This is the second instance in which a native 
of India has distinguished himself at the Bar Examination. 


J. H. Surratt’s Counse,.—Mr Bradley, counsel for J. H. 
Surratt during the late trial, has been dismissed from the bar of 
the district of Columbia, and for ever forbidden to practice in 
this district. It will be remembered that Bradley quarrelled with 
Judge Fisher, who presided over the Surratt trial and sub- 
sequently challenged him. 


We have good grounds for stating that no action will be taken 
during the present short Session with reference to the Medical 
Acts Amendment Bill. It is understood, however, that on the 
reassembling of Parliament in February the Bill will be brought 
in as a Government measure by Mr. Gathorne Hardy.—Laneet. 


A Manchester journal has estimated that the recent trials of 
the Fenians at that city will cost about £7,000. The Attorney- 
General’s brief was endorsed with 500 guineas, to which would 
be added consultation fees of 50 guineas each morning. Mr. 
Pickering, Q.C., and Mr. Sowler, Q.C., would divide between 
them at least 1,000 guineas; Mr. Hannen and Mr. Higgin 
would receive from 250 to 300 guineas each. The briefs of 
Mr, Seymour Q.C., and Serjeant O’Brien, for the defence, are 
said to have been endorsed 150 guineas each, but the total 
amount which each of these gentlemen would receive, by 
means of refreshers and consultation fees, would not be less 
than 300 guineas. Mr. Jones, Mr. Cottingham, and Mr. Blair, 
also for the defence, would receive together something like 
1,000 guineas. Besides this there will be Mr Roberts’s bill, 
and the payment of witnesses’ expenses, &c., for which another 
1,000 guineas may be put down, making a total cost of 7,000 
guineas.—J’all Mall Gazette. 


Tue FuavpuLent winvinc or Woou,—The opinion of Mr. 





Cleasby, Q.C., has been taken by the Bradford Chamber of Com- 
merce, on the question whether there is any remedy at common 
law for the “ deceitful winding of wool,” and a case was put in 
in which the purchaser found a quantity of inferior stuff amo 
the wool he bought, and made a claim on the vendor. A statute 
of Henery VIII. which gave protection to the buyer under such 
circumstances, having been repealed, it was asked what would 
be the prospects of any action in such a case, and what court 
should be applied to. Mr. Cleasby gave it as his opinion that 
no proceedings could be taken to recover any penalties for the 
fraudulent winding of wool, but that if an unusual mode of 
winding was adopted to give undue weight to the fleece, an 
action for deceit could be maintained. It should be brought in a 
county court for a small sum, but in a superior court for a larger 
one. Wool buyers have of late years found the fraudulent: prac- 
tice of mixing foreign matter in wool fleeces greatly on the in- 
crease, and a short time ago the Worsted Committee and the 
several Chambers of Commerce in the West Riding waited by 
deputation on the Home Secretary, to request that her Majesty's 
Government would re-enact a salutary law (which had been ap- 
parently unwittingly repealed among a number of other Acts) 
for the punishment of persons detected in the fraudulent wind- 
ing of wool. The Home Secretary suggested that trial should 
first be made to ascertain whether a remedy at common law 
could not be had to recover damages from a person guilty of “ the 
deceitful winding of wool,” and hence the taking of counsel’s 
opinion upon the point. 

The next meeting of the Juridical Society will be held on 
Wednesday evening, Mr. A. G. Marten will read a paper on 
“The judicial constitution of the Court of Chancery and its 
methods of procedure in court and in chambers.”” Vice-Chancellor 
Malins will preside. 


SuppEN Deatu or A Souiciror.—Mr. George Brewis, soli- 
citor, died suddenly while attending to his duties on Tuesday, 
in his office, in the Royal Arcade, Newcastle. The deceased 
gentleman was about forty years of age. 


The Liverpool Town Council have appointed Mr. Pickering, 
Q.C., Assessor of the Court of Passage, in place of the late Mr, 
G. James, M.P. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Nov, 28.—By Messrs. Harps, VaucHan, & LrircuiLp. 
Leasehold ship-building and engineering yard, known as the East 
Greenwich Iron Works, together with waterside premises adjoining, 
situate om the Thames at Greenwich, the whole covering an area of 
about 9 acres, annual value £2,000; term, 80 years from 1863, at £150 
per annum-— Sold for £12,600. 
Freebold public-house, known as the King’s Head, Bear-lane, East 
Greenwich, let on lease at £60 per annum—Sold for £1,525. 
Noy. 29.—By Messrs. Witkinson & Hornx. 
Freehold house and premises, No. 156, Strand—Sold for 4,900. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
DAUNEY—On Nov 28, at 14, Albemarle-street, the wife of Alexander 
Dauney, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of @ son 
FOSTER—On Sept. 24, at Chrisschurch, Canterbury, New Zealand, the 
wife of Chas. Jas. Foster, Esq., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
RING—On Dec. 2, the wife of George C. Ring, Esq., of Basing Lodge, 
Anerley, aud Doctor’s-commons, of a daughter. . 
SMITH—On Dec. 2, at 38, Orsett-terrace, Hyde-park, the wife of Richard 
Horton Sinith, Exq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a son. 
WILSON—Gn Nov. 28, at 7, Elm-row, Hampstead, the wife of Arthur 
Wilson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 


CADELL—MACKAY—On Dec. 3, at 10, Shandwick-place, Edinburgh, 
Captain Robert Cadell, Bengal Staff Corps, to Georgina, daughter of 
Robert Mackay, Esq., Writer to the Signet, Edinburgh. 

MARGERISON—WINSCOM—On Nov. 28, at Christ Church, Clapham, 
William Margerison, Esq., Solicitor, of Bradford and likley, Yorkshire, 
to Mary, daughter of Edwin Winscom, of Croydon. 

PINNIGER—WITHERINGTON—On Dec. 4, at the parish church, 
Sonning, Berks, Henry William Pinniger, Esq., Solicitor, of Westbury, 
Wilts, to Rhoda Cecil, daughter of Charles Hanington Witherington, 
Esq,. of Aberlash, Sonning, 

DEATHS 

tree oe Nov. 26, E. C, Banister, Esq., Solicitor, of Shipston- 
on-Stour, 

BODENHAM—On Dec. 4, at Hereford, Charles Bodenham, Esq., Soli« 
citor, aged 63. 

BURCHETT—On Dec. 5, at his residence, Ampthill-square, Margaret 
Mary, the wife of James Robert Burchett, Esq.,of Doctors’-com- 
mons, aged 75. 

EVANS—On Noy. 22, James Cook Evans, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 

* 


aged 60, 

HALL—On Nov, 27, Joseph Hall, Esq., of 75, Stockwell-park-road, 5. 
smeaiest and Commissioner in Chancery and Common Law, 
aged 61, 

KEANE—On Nov. 26, Herbert, son of David Keane, Q.C., aged seven 

ears and ten months, 

PALMER—On Dec. 1, at Nice, Anna Maria Deane, wife of Robert 5. 
Palmer, Esq., of Trafalgar-square, 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


EMinding-up of Joint Stock Comvantes 
Fripay Nov. 29, 1867. 
LrmiTEep in CHANCERY. 

Sharp, Stewart, & Company (Limited and Reduced).—Creditors prior 
to Nov 23, other than such as shall have received notice of their 
claims being entered on the list, are required,on or before Dec 14, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr. Jabez Stafford, Atlas Works, Gt Bridge- 
water-st, Manch. Monday, Dec 16 at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Bristol and North Somerset Railway Company.—A scheme of arrange- 
ment between the company and their creditors was filed in the 
Court of Chancery on Saturday, Nov 23. Frere & Co, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, solicitors for the petititioners. 

Tuespay, Dec. 3, 1867. 
LimitED IN CHANCERY. 

East India Cotton Agency (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Dec 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to George Thomas Hart, 57, Moorgate- 
street. Friday, Dec 20 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims. 

Hydraulic Tube Drawing and Steel Ordnance Company (Limited).— 
Vice-Chancellor Malins has, i an order dated Nov 22, ordered that 
the veluntary winding-up ofthis company be continued. W. & H. P. 
Sharp, Gresham-house, Old Broad-st, solicitors for the petiti 

Joseph Horner & Sons (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or be- 
fore Dec 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
a a ae or claims, to Alfred Augustus James, 18, King-street, 

eapside. 

London Chemical Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Noy 27, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
on Dec 13. Hillyer & Fenwick, Fenchurch-st, solicitors for the peti- 
tioner. 





UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Bristol and North Somerset Railway Company.—A scheme of arrange- 
ment between this company and their creditors was filed in the 
Court of Chancery, on Saturday, Nov 23. Frere & Co, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, solicitors for the company. 

Royal Bank of Liverpool.—Vice-Chancellor Malins has, by an order 
dated Nov 22, ordered that the voluntary winding up of this com- 

any be continued. And the Court did appoint Harmood Walcot 
anner, James Wilson, and Philip Henry Holt, the liquidators to 
conduct the winding up. Field & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Carnyorth Mining Company.—The Vice-Warden has, by an order 
dated Nov 23, ordered that this company be wound up. Hodge & 
Co, Truro, petitioner’s selicitors. 

Wheal Unity Consols Mining Company.— The Vice-Warden has, by an 
o~ — Nov 23, ordered that this company be wound up. Hodge 

, Truro. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuespay, Dec. 3, 1867. 
True Blue Society, Crown Inn, Newport, Monmouth. Nov 27. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frrpay, Nov. 29, 1867. 

Birkinshaw, John Cass., Sherrard-house, nr Deal, Kent. Jan 8. 
Smith v Birkinshaw, M. R. 

Foat, Danl, Ramsgate, Kent, Bather. Jan 10. Hodgmau v Matthews, 
V.C, Stuart. 

Haynes, Joseph Bayley, Denbigh-st, Pimlico, Esq. Jan 1. Haynes v 
Browne, M. 

ee White, Margate, Kent. Dec 20. Re Thompson, 

-C. Wood. 

Troup, Jas, Clifford’s-inn, Gent. April 2. Troup v Troup, V.C. Malins. 

Whitfield, Hy, Congleton, Chester, Cotton Manufacturer. Jan |. 
Chaddock v Fermhough, M. R. 

Wood, Alfred, Long Benton, Northumberland, Railway Contractor. 
Dec 24. Braithwaite v Wood, V.C. Malins, 

Wood, Charlotte, Walter-st, Stepney, Widow. Dec 20, Miller v Kedge, 
V. C. Malins. 

Tugsvax, Dec. 3, 1867. 
Sorts, Arthur, Wye, Kent, Esq. Jan8. Davies v Atkinson, V. C- 
tuart. 

Hald, Geo Johan Christian Erhard, Manch, Merchant. Jan 11. 
Eckersley » Hald. f 

Hill, Geo, Upton, Nottingham, Farmer. Jan 15. Re Hill, V. C. Stuart. 

_——- Jas, sen, Spital, Northumberland, Esq. Jan 1. Leadbitter 
v Dunn, M. R. 

Nelson, Jas, Bradford, York, Gent. Jan. Sutcliffe v Harrison, V. C. 
Malins. ; 

Oliver, Jas, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. Dec 30, Skey v 
Barber, V. C. Wood. 

Painter, Wm, Clifton-st, Wandsworth, Land Surveyor. Dec 23. Shaen 
v Painter, V. C. Wood. 


Sreditors under 22 & 23 Piet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripvay, Nov. 29, 1867. 

Barbet, Amelia, Hastings, Spinster. Jan 1. Parson & Lee, Abchurch- 

house, Sherborne-'ane. 
Blagburn, Rebt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Butcher, Feb 1. Ingledew & 
Daggett, Newcastle-upon-T yn”. 
Buckley, Edmd, Manoh, Esq. Feb 10, Earle & Co, Manch. 
Chariton, John Sills, Tonbri: Kent, Miller. Janu 15, Matthews & 

Co, Arthur-st West, London-bridge. 





Deadman, Joseph, Worthing, Sussex, Billiard Table Manufacturer. 
Jan 1, unds, Worthing. - 

Gebbitt, Wm, Martlesham Hall, Suffolk, Farmer. Jan 6. Brooke, 
Woodbridge. 

Grace, Nathaniel, Scotswood, Northumberland, Paper Maker. Jan 20. 
Armstrong, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

Gundry, Sam! Bowden, Bridport, Dorset Esq. Jani. Gundry, Brid- 


port. 
Hague, John, Crow Nest. York, Esq. Jan 1. Tennant & Co, Dews- 


ury. 

Hanson, Wm, New Windsor, Berks, Silversmith. Jan 16. Phillips, 
New Windsor. 

Harper, Thos, Burlington, York,Gent. Jan17. Levett & Champney, 
Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Hewetson, Benj, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Slate Merchant. Dec 16. 
Preston, Kirby Stephen. 

Jones, Evan, Cumberland-st, Brompton. Dec 3!. Lydall, South- 
ampton-bldgs, Chancery-lane. 

Kelly, Benediectus Marwood, Saltford, Somerset, Admiral, Feb 24. 
Gurney & Co, Launceston. 

Lees, Mary, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Widow. Dec 31. Gart- 


side. 
oe Lpool, Coal Merchant. Dec 24. Teebay & Lynch, 


Lpool. 

Ware Mathew, Yeovil, Somerset, Yeoman. Jan 10. Watts & Co, 

eovil. 

Paine, Mary Caroline, Blackheath, Kent, Widow. Jan1. Clayton & 
Sons, Lancaster-pl, Strand. 

Paine, Wm, Blackheath, Kent, Esq. Jan 1. Clayton & Sons, Lan- 
caster-pl, Strand. 

Parsons, Wm Hy, St Ann’s Coffeehouse, Doctors’-commons, Publican. 
Dec 31. Newbon & Co, Wardrobe-pl, Doctors’-commons. 

Stocks, tas Leeds, Paper Manufacturer. Dec 31. Roberts, Moor- 
gate-st. 

Sunderland, Catherine Frances,'Exeter, Widow. Dec31. Law & Co, New- 
sq, Lincoln’s-inn, 

Troubridge, Sir Thos St Vincent Hope Cuchrane, Colonel. Jan 20. 
Young & Co, St Mildred’s-ct, Poultry. 

TvespaY, Dec. 3, 1867. 
Aveline, Pendock Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. Jan 11. Fox, Chan- 


cery-lane. 

Bullar, John, King’s-bench-walk, Barrister. Jan 31. Whitakers & 
Woolbert, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Coster, Ellen, Southampton, Spinster. Jan 1. Hickman, Southampton. 

Fletcher, John, Lpool, Attorney. Jan 1. Hull & Co, Lpool. 

Gilbert,;Thos Webb, Salisbury, Wilts, Esq. Feb 1. Hooke & Street, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Greenwood, Geo, Upper Homerton, Hackney, Esq. Jan 1. H. & M. 
Hodding, St Mildred’s-ct, Poultry. 

Howard, Mary Isabella, Cadogan-pl, Chelsea. Jan 1. Parker & Co, 
Bedford-row. 

Maish, Saml, Savoy-st, Strand, Victualler. Jan 1. Martineau & Reid, 
Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Markland, Chas, Bath, Widow. Dec 2l. Davidson, Spring-gardens. 

Markland, Jas Heywood, Bath, Esq. Dec 21. Davidson, Spring- 
gardens. 

Newton, Wm, Friday-st, Cheapside, Cigar Manufacturer. Feb 1. 
Crowdy, Serjeants’-inn. ‘ 
Nichol, Ruth, Alionby, Cumberland, Widow. Jan 1. Huthwaite, 

Maryport. 
Overall, Saml, The E'ms, Wandsworth, Gent. Feb1. Smith & Co, 
Bread-st, Cheapside. 
Rawson, Maria, Crookes Moor, York, Spinster. Jan 1. Rodgers & 
Thomas, Sheffield. 
Rider, Joseph, Thirsk, York, Gent. Dec 3l. West, Thirsk. 
Row, Mary Ann, Upper Wellington-st, Camberwell, Widow. Dec 24. 
Randell, Gracechurch-st. 
eee, Geo Robt, Bedford, Esq. Feb 1. Crowdy, Serjeants’-inn, 
eet-st. 
Spoonley, Richd, Newtown, Montgomery, Wool Merchant. Jan 1. 
Woosnam, Newtown. 
Steele, Thos, Ipswich, Suffelk, Shoemaker. Jan 1. Vulliamy, Ips- 
c 


wich. 

Walters, John, Derby, Ironmonger. Jan 22. Simpson & Co, Derby. 
Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruyptey Aci, 1861. 
Frivay, Nov. 29, 1867. 

Adams, Nicholas, Lymington, Southampton, Surgeon. Nov 13. 
Comp. Reg Nev 27. 

Alderton, Alfred Adams, & Joseph John Viner, Brighton, House 
Decorator. Nov 9. Comp. Reg Nov 27. 

Andrew, Jonah, Stafford, Draper. Oct 3!. Comp. Reg Nov 26. 

— Saml, Ellen-st, Bow-rd, eut of business. Nov 18. Comp. Reg 
Novy 29, 

Askwith, Joseph, Halifax, York, Joiner. Nov 2. Asst. Reg Nov 28. 

Beaumont, Sam), Lickwood, York, Woollen Carder. Nov 7. Comp. 
Reg Nov 26. 

Bell, Thos Hodgson, Spennymoor, Durham, Watchmaker. Nov l4. 
Asst. Reg Nov 29. 

on Geo, jun, Stockwell, Comm Agent. Nov 26. Comp. Reg 

ov 28, 

Bostock, Jas, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer, Nov 2!. 
Comp. Reg Nov 28. 

Boulter, Ebenezer Alfred, Worcester, Agent. Oct 31, Asst. Reg 

ov 27. 

Bristow, Robt, Paris, Esq. Nov 2. Asst. Reg Nov 29. 

Broadstock, Wm, Queen’s-rd, Bayswater, Draper. Nov 18. Comp. 
Reg Nov 28 


Buckell, Fras, South Ford, Isle of Wight, Farmer. Nov 23. Asst. 
Reg Nov 29, 

Buifield, Wm Fleming, Seaforth, nr Lpool, Joiner. Nov 11. Comp. 
Reg Nov 28. 


Byford, Thos, Coppice-row, Clerkenwell, Straw Hat Blocker, Nov 28. 
Comp. Reg Nov 29. 

Campbell, Jas, Cornhill, Tailor and Draper. Nov 20. Asst. Reg 
Nov 28 


Carter, Hy Bindon, Nettingham, Lace Manufacturer. Nov 13, Comp. 
Reg Nov 29. 
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Cheesman, Wm Talbot, & Geo Cheesman Wilcox, West Hartlepool, 
Durbam, General Merchants. Nov 14. Asst. Reg Nov 28. 
Couper, Ramsay Hamilton, Langley, Bucks, Gent. Nov 24, Comp. 
Reg Nov 29. 
= __ Sheffield, Crinoline Manufacturer. Nov 6. Asst. Reg 
‘OV 
= ie John Crockett, Edgware-rd, Upholsterer. Nov 6. Asst. 
Reg Nov 29, 
Edwards, Thos, Birm, Engineer. Nov 16. Asst. Reg Nov 29. 
Edwards, Wm Thos, Birm, Engraver. Nov 15. Comp. Reg Nov 28. 
Everett, Robt Phineas, Mold, Flint, Draper. Nov 5. Asst. Reg Nov 28. 
Fawthorp, Thos, Stainiand, York, Wool and Waste Dealer. Nov 2. 
Comp. Reg Nov 28. 
Flavell, Louisa, Hinckley. Leicester, Manufacturer of Hosiery. Nov 1. 
Comp. Reg Nov 28. 
Flitton, Geo, Ware, Hertford, Miller. Nov 23. Comp. Reg Nov 27. 
“ew High-st, Wapping, General Merchant. Nov 6. Comp. 
ov 
Foster, Wi, Aston-juxta-Birm, Beer Retailer. Nov 25, Comp. Reg 
v 
Gibbs, Joseph, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. Nov 2. Asst. Reg 
ov 
= ®, Sama, » High-st, Southwark, Hop Factor. Nov5. Asst. Reg 
2 
Head, _ Brighton. Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Nov 2. Asst. Reg 
Tr Robt, Redbourne, Hertford,Grocer. Oct 3l. Comp, Reg 
Heath, oe Vernon, Piccadilly, Photographic Artist. Nov 27. Comp. 
29. 


‘4 
Heath, Edwd Clement, Abingdon, Berks, Grocer. 


Novy 19. Comp. 
Reg Nov 28. 
Hodgson, John, Carlisle, Cumberland, Architect. Nov 4. Comp. 
Reg Nov 26. 


Howe, Hy, Manch, Dyer. Novl6. Comp. Reg Nov 28. 

Hnghes, Elijah, Burslem, Stafford, Earthenware Manufacturer. Nov 
7. Asst. Reg Nov 29, 

Huxtable, John Elliott, & John Fenn Elsdon, Russia-ct, Milk-st, Mer- 
chants. Novi. Asst. Reg Nov 28. 

— Jas, Hanley, Stafford, Draper, Nov 8 Asst. Reg 


Jones, Wm — Llantwit Majer, Glamorgan, Draper. Nov 11. 
Asst. Reg Nov 2 
— . Philip, Bishop” s-rd, Croydon, Builder. Nov 20. Comp. Reg 
oO" 


v 27. 
— ew St Edmund’s, Suffolk, Merchant. Nov 8. Asst. 
g Nov 2 
Kilpin, Edmund Burke, Gloucester-rd, Regent’s-pk, Watch Maker. 
Nov 19. Comp. Reg Nov 28. 
Lee, Michael a & By Michael Lee, Manch, Jewellers. Nov 6. 
Asst. Reg Nov 
Lewthwaite, Thos, South Shields, Durham, Boot Dealer. Novi. Asst 
Reg Nov 27. 


Lockwood, Mary -_ Huddersfield, York, Shopkeeper. Nov 26. 
Asst. Reg Nov 28, 
Lowless, Wm, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Shipwright. Nov 23. 


Comp. Reg Nov 27. 

Maddocks, Thos, Birm, Tailor. Oct 29. Asst. Reg Nov 26. 

Maguire, Joseph Collier, Manch, Venetian Blind Maker, Nov 22. 
Comp. Reg Nov 29 

Massey, Thos, Manch, ‘Pork Butcher. Nov 28. Comp. Reg Nov 29. 

ne Robt, Wigan, Lancaster, Draper. Oct 31. Asst. Reg 

ov 28. 

Miller, Wm Harman Welch, Gresham-house, Marine Insurance Broker. 
Oct 31. Asst. Reg Nov 27. 

ag ey John Hy, ’embroke, Shipwright. . Nov 23. Comp. Reg 

Olley, Edwd Wm, Sutherland-ter, Sutherland-rd, Old Ford, Cabinet 
Maker. Nov6. Comp. Reg Nov 28. 

Parkinson, Thos Winstanley, Newcastle- under-Lyme, Stafford, Brick- 
layer. Novl5. Asst. Reg Nov 26. 

Payer, John, & Edwd Tyzack, Sheffield, Silversmith. Nov 5. In- 
spectorship. Reg Nov 28. 

Putney, David, Bristol. Nov 4. Comp. Reg Nov 28. 

Railton, Timothy, mm Manufacturer of Fancy Goods. Nov 13. 
Comp. Reg Nov 2 

ee Thos, Grcaaaiinns Bootmaker. Nov 18. Comp. Reg 

ov 2 

Raberta, Jas Tonge, Hereford-rd, Bayswater, Bookseller. Nov 13. 
Comp. Reg Nov 29. 

Roe, i. Sheffield, Bookmaker. Novy 20. Comp. Reg Nov 26. 

Skillman, Wn, st James’s-rd, Holloway, Oilman. Nov 15. Comp. 
Reg Nov 28. 

Spare, ed Gresham-honse, Share Dealer. Nov 21. Comp. Reg 


mien, "Job, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Gas Fitter. 
Comp. Reg Nov 29. 

Southey, Geo Wm, Gunnislake, Cornwal!, Granite Merchant. Nov 25. 
Comp. Reg Nov 29. 

— Wm, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Nov 23. Asst. Peg 


Nov 28, 


v 28, 
srockes, Richd, Portsea, Hants, Baker. 
NOV 
Sybenga, Simon Peter, North —. Northumberland, Ship Chand- 
jer. Nov. Asst. Reg Nov 27. 
Taster, Thos, Hathersage, Derby, Umbrella Furniture Maker. Nov 
26. Asst. Reg Nov 29. 
Togiet Wm Jehn, Choriton- “ad nr Manch, Commercial Traveller. 
ov 16. Asst. Reg Nov 2 
—— Geo, Darlington,. Dies: Butcher, Nov !. Asst. Reg 
ov 
ba omar John, Stratford, Essex, Book Maker. Nov 21. Comp. Reg 


Nov 
Tvespar, Dec. 3, 1 
ee, Se Palmer’s-green, Southgate, re ailder. Nov 22, Comp. 


Reg 
aoe Ney — Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Grocer. Nov 2, Comp. 


Nov 4. Comp. Reg 








Bartter, Thos, & John Bartter, Elham, Kent, Grocers. Nov 19, Asst, 
Reg Dec 2. 

Bell, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Nov 5, Asst. Reg 
Dec 

Bentfield, Fredk, & Edwd Penning, Pewsey, Wilts, Schoolmasters, 
Nov9. Asst. Reg Nov 30. 

Bumford, John, Bradley, Stafford, Publican. Nov 30. Comp, Reg 
Dec 


2. 
, Joseph, Kirkburton, York, Grocer. Nov 7. Asst. Reg 


Cater, Chas, Grove-rd, St John’s-wood, Commercial Traveller. Nov 5, 
Comp. Reg Dec 2. 

Chaleyer, Jacques Amant, Newman-st, Oxford-st, Lamp Manufacturer, 
Nov 20. Comp. Reg Nov 30. 

Cook, Livett, Hollund-pl eee, Mineral Water Manufacturer, 
Nov 21. Comp. Reg Nov 29. 

—— Warren, Girlington, York, Clerk, Nov I4. Asst. Reg 


Dec 

onan, John, Rothbury, Northumberland, Grocer. Nov 28. Comp. 
Reg Nov 29. 

a Hy, Market Drayton, Salop, Grocer. Nov 18. Asst. Reg 


Dec 2. 
ang Thos, Birm, House Painter and Glazier. Nov 16, Comp. Reg 
De 


c 2. 

mee Sout, Llanfabon, Glamorgan, Bootmaker. Nov 15. Asst, 
Reg 3 

Everist, Wm Hy, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Builder. Nov 4, 


Comp. Reg Dec 2, 

— Wm, Birm, Nail Manufacturer. Nov 16. Comp. Reg 

Flesher, Sarah Ann, Leeds, Butcher. Nov 19. Asst. Reg Dec 2, 

bi 8 Jas Richd, Bath, Printer and Bookseller. Nov6. Comp. Reg 

ov 30. 

Gelder, Geo, Moldgreen, nr Huddersfield, Fancy Cloth Manufacturer, 
Nov 45. Asst. Reg Dec 

Griffiths, Eliza, and Ma 


25. Comp. Reg Dec 
— Fredk Alfred, Fleet-st, Auctioneer, Nov 8. Asst. Reg 


Dec 2, 
Hanson, “Saml, Todmorden, York, Grocer. Nov4. Asst. Reg Dec 2. 
oe Fenstanton, Huntingdon, Farmer. Oct 31. Comp. Reg 


Nov 28. 
Hitchen, John, Chester, Surveyor. Nev 28. Asst. Reg Nov 30. 
—- Alex, Bootle, Lancaster, Tanner. Nov 29. Asst. Reg 


3 

Jones, Geo, Manch, Shoe Maker. Nov 29. Comp. Res Nov 30. 

Knights, Wm, Stratford-upon- Avon, Warwick, Cloth Merchant. Nov 
20. Comp. Reg Dec 

Lancaster, Wm Edward, tumatet; Creydon, Gas Fitter. Nov 20. 
Comp. Reg Nov 30. 

Law, —- Landport, Southampton, Office Clerk. Nov 30. Comp, 
Reg Dec 2 

Lobjoit, Hy, Acton, Ironmonger. Nov 28. Comp. Reg Dec 2. 


2. 
‘Griffiths, Pembroke Dock, Stationers. Nov 


Lyon, yin Bunhi!l-row, St Luke, Watchmaker. Nev 28. Comp. 
Reg De 

Martin, Richa, Newport, Monmouth, Ship Chandler. Nov 5, Asst. 
Reg Dec 2. 


Monro, Geo, Bury, Hertford, Florist. Nov 30. Comp. Reg Dec3. 

Moses, Michael, Nerth Shieds, Northnmberland, Hawker. Nov 23, 
Comp. Reg Nov 30. 

Moses, Morris, Lewis, Pratt-st, Lambeth, Dealer in Watches. Dec 2, 
Comp. Reg Dec 3. 


Neck, Jas Hull, - Holborn, Auctioneer. Nov 19, 

one on Beverley, York, Butcher. Nov 28, Comp. Reg 

Petts, Geo Wm, Wilmington, Kent, Grocer. Nov 14, Comp. Reg 

Potte, Thos, Daventry, Northampton, Stationer. Nov 6, Asst. Reg 

mt j John, Trevor-sq, Knightsbridge, Tailor. Nov 28. Comp. 
Reg Dec c 3. 


Richardson, Wm, Sheffield, Grocer. Nov 8. Comp. Reg Nov 30. 
Roakes, Edwd, Hurstmonceux, Farm Bailiff. Nov 27. Asst. Reg 


Dec 2. 
Ruscoe, mies, , Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Fruiterer. Nov 27. Comp. 


Reg Dec 

Sharpe Alfred, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. Nov 18. Comp. Reg 
ov 29. 

Simes, Chas Edwd, Birm, Draper. Dec 2. ag ay. a “+ 3, 

Snape, Wm, Manch, Salesman. Dec 2. Comp g De 

Sutton, Freak, Brownlow-st, Holborn, Plumber. Sor on Comp. 
Reg Nov 30. 

a Wm Payne, Bath, Wine Merchant. Nov 13. Asst. Reg 


ov 30. 

Turner, Wm, Asylum-rd, Peckham, Dealer in Druggist’s Sundries. 
Nov 26. Comp. Reg vec 2. 

Underwood, John, Brecknock-crescent, ‘ccc teeace Manufacturer. 
Nov 29, Inspectorehip. Reg Nov 2 

bef Robt, Lpoo!, Outfitter and sa Nov9. Comp. Reg 

ov 

Ward, Jas, sentyen, Sonthampton, Chief Engineer. Nov 27. Comp. 
Keg Nov 2 

wate, John, , Bollington, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 29. Comp. 
Re; 3 


Wear, _. Far Town, nr Huddersfield, Shopkeeper. Nov 5, Asst. 
Reg 
Williams, Wm Hy, Manch, Merchant. Nov 27. Comp. Reg Dec 3. 


Williamson, Geo, Lpool, Baker and Flour Dealer. Nov ih Comp. 
Reg Dec 3 
Bankrupls. 
Fripay, Nov. 29, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 


siento, Pedro Joaquim, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. 
Andrews, David, Sree, Hoxton. Pet Nov 25 (for pau). Roche. 





Deo 18 at 4, Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
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Atkia, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Pepys. Deo 
at ll. 
‘aes, Septimus, La ae Wells, Kent, Beershop-keeper. Pet Nov 
96. Roche. Decllat12. Peverley, Coleman- st. 
Barron, Chas Hy, Ewell, Surrey, Draper. Pet Nov 28. Roche. Dec 
16at ll. Lay, Poultry: 

Bemister, Fredk Geo, “Barton, Bishopstoke, Southampton, Draper. 
Pet Nov 25. Pepys. Decl2at2. Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st. 
Bottrill, Stephen, Haddon, Northampton, Farmer. Pet Nov 26. Roche. 

Dec ll at 12. Ullithorne, Field-ct, Gray’s-inn. 


Bryant, Benj Fredk, North Cray, Kent, Baker. Pet Nov 27, Dec 18. 
at 2. Davis, ‘Harp-lane. 

Carttar, Chas Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 19 
Murray. Dec il ati2, Preston, Basinghall- st. 

_ Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Dec 16 


oar, ‘Joseph Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Nov 19. Dec 17 
it Il. 
iment, Pierre, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov19. Dec 16 


atl. 

Cosier, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Ray Nov 23 (for pan). 
Brougham. Dec 16 at2. Dobie, st. 

Drake, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 16. Deo 16 at 1. 

Diddams, Geo, Gt James-st, Hoxton, — = ane. Pet Nov 
21. Dec 16at1l. Greaves, Essex-st, S 

Dulling, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Hertford. id Nov19, Dec 16 at 2. 

—. Jas, Lancaster-villa, Lower Norwood, Engineer. Pet Nov 

Pepys. Dec12at1l. Chandler, Baoklerabary. 

Bilest, Wie) Marlborough-rd, Pownall-rd, Dalston, Grocer, Pet Nov 
26. Pepys. Deco 12at11. Dobie, Basinghall- st. 

Harrison, Wm Sam), Edwards-ter, Commercial-rd, Peckham, Watch 
Maker. Pet Nov 27. Roche. Dec 11 at lL. Pittman, Guildhall- 
chambers. 

Hobbs, Maurice Jas, Kingston-on-Thames, Plumber. Pet Nov 27 
Pepys. Dec 17 at 12. Smith, Denbigh-st, Pimlico 

Ironside, Thos John, Gutter-lane, Silk Merchant. Pet Nov 26. Pepys. 
Dec 12 at 1. Roberts, Clement’s-inn. 

Isaacs, Benj Elias, Market- -pl, Roman-rd, Old Ford. Clothier. Pet Nov 
25. Pepys. Decl2atll. Pad ,W -bridge-rd 

Johnson, Wm Edwd, Circus-mews, Marylebone-rd, Upholsterer. Pet 
Nov 22. Pepys. Dec 12at1l. Pook, Lawrence Pountney-hill, 

ies, — Hopkins, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19, Dec 

6 at 
Lane 7 Ouseley, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Dec 





Leggett, Jacob, Sandwich-st, Burton-crescent, St Pancras, Cab Pro- 
prietor. Pet Nov 27. Dec 18 at 2. Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Lloyd, John Taylor, Francis-ter, Bridge-rd, West Battersea, Saw Mill 
Labourer. Pet-Nov 16, Dec 11 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Palmer, Chas, Loughton, Essex, out of business. Pet Nov 26. Pepys. 
Dec 12 at11. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

7, — Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Roche, 

c 18 al 

2-rr Geo Hy, Piecadilly, Photographer, Pet Nov 2. Pepys. 
Dec 17 at 12., Longstatfe. Berners-st, St Marylebone. 

Potton, Hy, Vere-st, Clare-market, Straw Plait Dealer. Pet Nov 23 
(for pau). Roche. Dec 18 at2. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
gO Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Pepys. 

ce 17 at 
Ross, Wm It a hdr rity Kennington-rd, out of business. Pet Nov 
25. Pepys. Decl2 atll. Miller & Stubbs, Eastcheap. 
a Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Nov 16. Pepys. Dec 
at 
nie, Hy, Blackman-st, Southwark, Draper. Pet Nov 28. 
atl. Sale & Co, Aldermanbury. 
Stevens, Esau, Upton-cum-Chalrey, Bucks, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 23. Pepys. Dec 12 at 2. bie, Basinghall-st. 
Stoffel, Louis Marie, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Nov 23, Pepys. 
Dec 17 at 12. Smith, Gresham-st. 
Tomlin, Friend Jennings, Bedford-pl, Russell-sq, C'erk. Pet Nov 25 
Roche. Dec ll at12. George, Bishopsgate-st Within. 
Wilson, John, Priory-rd, Wandsworth-rd, Clerk, Pet Nov 26, Roche. 
Dec 16 at 11. Reed, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 
Woodall, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Deco 16 


at 2 
Wolfe, Alfred, Spencer-st, Clerkenwell, Watchcase Maker. Pet Nov 
26. Roche, Dec Il at 12, Thompson, Gray's.inn-sq. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Archer, Wm, Norwich, Rope Maker. Pet Nov 27. Palmer. Norwich, 
Dec 9at Il. Sadd, Norwich. 

Barlow, Wm, Birm, Gun Barrel Browner. Pet Nov 22, Guest, Birm, 
Dec 13 at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Bashford, Wm, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, Coach Builder, Pet Nov 
25. Young. Hastings, Dec 14 at ll, Philbrick, Hastings. 

Beaumont, Tyas, Manningham, York, out of business. Pet Nov 26. 
Bradford, Dec 10 at 9.45. Grant, Bradford, 

Bishop, Sam! Jas, Middlesbrough, York, out of business. Pet Nov 25. 
Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Dec 12 at 11.15. Stubbs, Middles- 


brough 
=, “Tas cae Baker. Pet Nov 18. Lpool, Dec 11 at ll. Norris 
Daniel. 


Roche, 


& Sons, I 
Bloore, Chas, Conall Forge, Stafford, Publican, Pet Nov 27. 
headle, Dec 11 at 11. Thacker, Cheadle. 
Borthwick, Alex, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Nov 27. Ansdell. 
St Helen’s, Dec 11 at 12. Beasley, St Helen’s. 

Boyle, Wm, Hulme, Manch, Bookkeeper. Pet Nov 25. Macrae. Manch, 
cl2at1. Eltoft and Hampson, Manch, 
Brown, Geo, Rochdale, Lancaster, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 25. Jack- 

son. Rochdale, Dec 12 at 11. Holland, Rochdale. 


Bubb, Joseph Geo, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Grocer. Pet Nov 27. 
Wilde. Bristol, Dec 11 at 11, Skipper, Cheltenham. 
Burns, Hugh, Consett, Durham, Beerhouse-keeper. Pet Nov 23. 


Booth. hotley Bride, Dec 18 at. Salkeld, Durham 
Cohen, Isaac, & Abraham Davis, Pet Nov 25. Wawn. South Shields 
Dec li at 12. Dunean & Danean, 
Cosford, Geo, Nottinuham, Fiuiterer. 


Pet Nov15. Patohitt. Nott- 
ham. 


bam, Deo 24 at 10,30. Lees, jun, Notting 








Darke, John, Newton Poppleford, Deven, Cordwainer. Pet Nov 26. 
Daw, Exeter, Dec 10atll. Floud, Exeter. 
Davey, John Edwin, Birm, Surgeon. Pet Nov 27. Hill. Birm, Deo 


ll at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 


Dawson, Jas, . Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Nov 26. Marshall. 
Leeds, Dec 19 at 12, Harle, Leeds. 
Eaton, Wm, Bolton, Lancaster, Auctioneer. Pet Nov 27. Holden. 


Bolton, Dec liat3, Hinnell, 


Edmonds, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Adj Nov 12. Norris. 
Tenbury, Dec 20 at 10. 
Everitt, Amos, Ampthill, Bedford, Grocer. Pet Nov 22. Wright. 
Anapthill, Dee 10 at 11. Barton, Ampthill. 
Faulkner, Chas, Anwick, Lincoln, out of business. Pet Nov 26, 
Tudor. Birm, Dec 10 at ll. Heath, Nottingham. 
Fisher, Thos, Gwersyllt, Denbigh. Collier, Pet Nov 20. Edgworth. 
Ruthin, Dec 14 at 11. Rymer, Wrexham. 
Flower, John, Bristol, Blacksmith. Pet Nov27. Harley. Bristol, 
Dec 20 at 12. Clifton. 
ag hang — Labourer. Pet Nov 26, Guest. Birm, Dec 13 
le rry, Bi 
=, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Nov 14. Hime 
pool, ° 
Good, Andrew, & John Fortune, a Shipwrights, Pat Nov 28, 
Lpool, Dec 16 at 11. Morris, Lpool. 
Hampson. John, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj Nov 15, Wason. 


Birkenhead, Dec 10at 2. Downham, Birkenhead. 

Hemington, John Metcalf, Nedingworth, Huntingdon, Dealer. Pet 
Nov 23. Margetts. Huntingdon, Dec ll! at ll. Watts, St Ives. 

Hill, Wm, Woolfardisworthy, Devon, Shoemaker. Pet Nov 23, 
Rooker. Bideford, Dec 11 at 11. Bencraft, Barnstaple. 

Hindson, Wm, Broadfield, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet Nov25, Hal- 
ton. Carlisle, Dec 13 at 11. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Howard, Alfred Arthur, Huntingdon, Boot Maker, Pet Nov22. Mar- 
getts. Huntingdon, Dec 1! at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Israel, Isaac, Neath, Glamorgan, Painter. Pet Nov 14. Wilde, Bris- 

tol, Dec llatil. Bramble & Co, Bristol. 


Jackson, Joseph, Bradford, Lancaster, Builder. Pet Nov 18. Murray. 
Manch, Dec 1! at 12. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 
Jackson, John, Kendal, Westmoreland, Innkeeper, Pet Nov 25. Wil- 
James, David, Merthyr Tydfil,Glamorgan, Draper. Pet Nov 16, 
Wilde. Bristol, Dec llatil!. Atkinson, Manch. 
Jolly, Andrew, Preston, Lancaster, Bookkeeper. 
Preston, Dec i4at 10, Plant & Abbott, Preston. 
Marshall, 
eds, Dec 19 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Macpherson, Macduff Munro, Millbrook, Cornwall, Schoolmaster. Pet 
Nov 21, Exeter, Dec 9 at 12.30. Edmonds & Sons, Plymoath. 
McGuigen, John, — for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Nov 14. Murray. 
Miles, Win, le Bll Priors, Warwick, Baker. Pet Nov ls. T¥dor. 
Birm, Dec 13 at 12. Newsome & Chadwick, Warwick. 
Morgan, Richd Thos, Llanelly, Chemist. Pet Nov 25. Morris. Llan ly, 
Dec 12 at 4. Jones, Lianelly. 
Pet Nov 18. Leeds, Dec 9 at 1. 
Booth & Clough, Leeds. 
St Helen’s. Dec 11 at 11. Beasley, St Helen’s. 
Peacock, Robt, Grasmere, Westmoreland, Umnibus Proprietor. Pet 
Nov 27. Taylor. Ambleside, Dec 18 at ‘Lh Thompson, Kendal. 
Polglase, Emma, Redruth, Cornwall, Widow. Pet Nov 22. Peter 


son. Kendal, Dec 10 at 11. Thomson, Kendal. 
Adj Oct 16. Myres. 

Jones, John, Leeds, Draper’s Assistant. Pet Nov 26. 

Le 

Manch, Dec 9 at | 
Musgrave, Benj, Leeds, Dyer. 
Neville, Jas, St Helen’ 's, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet Nov 26. Ansdell, 

Redruth. Dec 17 at 11. Trevena, Redrath 


Rate, Jas, Bisbrook, Rutland, Fellmonger. Pet Nov 25. Sheild. 
Uppinghpm, Dec 7 at 10. Law, Stamford. 
Sneath, Edwd, Empingham, Rutland, Boet Maker. Pet Nov 25. 


Sheild. Stamford, Dec 23 at 11. Law, Stamford. 

—— Wm, Shipley, York, Mungo Dealer. Pet Nov 26, Bradford, 
Dec 10 at 9.45. Harle, Bradford. 

Soar, Wm, Swanington, Leicester, Collier. Pet Nov 25. 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Dec 9 at 2. Goode, Loughborough, 
Stone, Hezekiah, Caddington, Bedford, Publican. Pet Nov 22. Austin. 

Luton, Dec 10 at 10. Bailey, Luton. 

Stringer, Geo Marshall, Plymouth, Devon, Comm Agent, Pet Nov 23. 
Exeter, Dec 9 at 12 30. Elworthy & Co, Plymouth. 

Taylor, Wm, Lpool, Butcher, Pet Nov 23. Hime. Lpool, Dec 10 at 
3. Blackhurst, Lpool. 

yee, Ralph, Poulton-cum-Seacombe, Chester, Master Porter. Pet 

Nov 26. Wason. Birkenhead Dec 10 at 2. Browne, Lpool. 

Vasey, Geo, Durham, Auctioneer. Pet Nov 23. Greenwell. Durham, 
Dec 12 at 11, Marshall, Durham 

Verney, Wm, Witney, Oxford, Confectioner. Pet Nov 20, Bishop. 
Witney, Dec 12 atl. Lee, Witney. 

Ward, Thos, Abercanaid, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 
> aa httseel Merthyr Tydfil, Dec 10 at 11. Williams, Merthyr 

ae cong Saml, Nottingham, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Nov 26. Tudor. 
Birm, Dec 10 at 11. Everall, Nottingham. 

Watts, Robt, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet Nov 
Pet Nov 25. Chamberlin. Gt Yarmouth, Dec 12 at 12, Wiltshire, 
Gt Yarmouth. 

Watson, Matthew, Gateshead, Durham, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 23. 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 10 aa 12, Bousfield, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, 

White, Jobn, Helston, Cornwall, Tin Dresser. Pet Nov 22. Hill. 
Helston, Dec 7 at 10. Plomer. 

Wilding, John Powell, Hereford,Surgeon. Pet Nov20. Hill. Birm, 
Deo 11 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Wilkinson, Edward, Harrogate, York, Picture Frame Dealer. Pet 
Nov 26, Leeds, Dec 9 at ll. Clarke, Leeds. 

Winn, Thos, Newark- -upon-Trent, Nottingham, Fishmonger. Pet Nov 


Dewes. 


26. Newton. Newark, Dec 20at 10. Ashley, Newark. 

Wood, John, Cheetham, nr Manch, Clerk, Pet Nov 25. Hulton. 
Salford, Dec 14 at 930, Heath, Maneh. 

Woodall, Robt, Pendleton, Larcaster, Agent. Pet Nov27. Hulton. 





Salford, Deo 14 at 9.30. Ambler, Manch. 
Youens, John, Brighton, Sussex. Pet Nov 25, Evershed. Brighton, 
| Deo 1 at 11, Rannadles, Brighton, 
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To Surrender in London. 
Tuespay, Dec, 3, 1867. 

Austin, Geo Chas, Cornwall-rd, Hammersmith, Town Traveller. Pet 
Nov 28. Pepys. Dec 17 at1. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Austin, Jabez Thos, Hastings, Sussex, Fly Proprietor. Pet Dec 2. 
Murray. Dec l6at1. Lydall, Southampton-bidgs, Chancery-lane. 

Bancroft, Henson, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 28. Pepys. 
Dec 17 at 2. Mercer & Mercer, Mincing-lane. 

Bonsey, Chas, Elizabeth-ter, Wyndham-rd, Camberwell, Baker. Pet 
Nov 28, Pepys. Decl7atl. Hicks, Orchard-st, Portman-sq. 

Braine, Chas John. Franklin-st, Bromley, Journeyman Painter. Pet 
Nov 28. Reche. Dec 1l6at12. Wright, Chancery-lane. 

Brookbank, Chas, Leader-st, Chelsea, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 
22. Roche. Dec l6atl. Crafter, Blackfriars-rd. 

Bunting, Wm Goggs, Red-cross-sq, Cripplegate, Printer. Pet Dec 2. 
Murray. Decl6at!. Plimsaul, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Dorkis, Jas, Roman-rd, Old Ford, Bow, out of business. Pet Nov 26. 
Dec 18 at 1. Daniel, Southampton-bldgs, Chancery-lane. 

Green, Geo, Bowater-pl, Old Dover-rd, Greenwich, Builder. Pet Nov 
26. Dec 18 at 2. Stacpoole, Pinner’s-hall, Old Broad-st. 

Haddon, Wm Chas, Roslyn-avenue, Denmark-st, Camberwell, Comm 
Agent. Pet Nov 28. Roche. Dec 16 at 12. Parkes, Beaufort- 
bidgs, Strand. 

Harris, John, Hereford-rd, Bayswater, Foreman. Pet Nov 28. Pepys. 
Dec 17 at 12, Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Hennings, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 28 (for pau). 
Roche. Dec 16 at 12, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Hoare, Jas Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Nov 28 (for pau). 
eee Jan 8 at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basing- 

all-st. 

Hobbs, Hy, Addington-sq, Camberwell, Brewer’s Foreman, Pet Nov 
30. Jan8at2. Jones, Swan-st, Southwark. 

Hunt, Wm, Prisoner fer Debt, London. Pet Nov 28 (for pau). Reche. 
Dec 16 at 12. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Messent, Abraham, Hyde-rd, Hoxton, Baker. Pet Nov 29. Murray. 
Dec 16 at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Moore, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 28 (for pau). Pepys. 
Dec 17 at!. Goatiey, Bow-st, Covent-garden, 

Parrott, Robt John Southam, Potterspury, Northampton, Castrator. 
Pet Nov 29. Roche. Dec 16 at 12. Metcalfe, Furnival’s-inn, Hol- 


Dorn. 

Selman, Jas, Central Sydenham, Journeyman Cabinet Maker. Pet 
Nov 29- Jan8 atl2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Shapley, John Osborn, Gloucester-row, Walworth, Draper. Pet Nov 
26. Dec 18 at 2, Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Shirley, Sarah, Aylesbury-st, Baker. Pet Nov29. Pepys. Dec 17 at 
1. Rigby, Coleman-st, 

Starky, John Baynton, Longworth, Berks,Farmer. Pet Nov 28. Jan 8 
at Il. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Teague, Chas Robt, Old Jewry, Surveyor. Pet Nov 28. Pepys. Dec 
17 at2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Thorp, John, .Princes-sq, Kennington, Piano Forte Manufacturer. 
Pet Nov 28. Jan8atll. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 

Turk, Thos, New-rd, St George’s-in-the-fast, Manager to a Bording 
House. Pet Nov 29. Pepys. Dec!7at2. Brown, Weaver’s-hall. 
Basinghall-st. - 

Wade, Thos, Colchester, Essex, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 30 
Pepys. Dec i7at2. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Wright, Richd, Hemingford Abbottss, Huntingdon, Farmer. Pet Nov 
25. Dec 16at2. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Andrew, Steph, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Pet 
Nov 29. Murray. Manch, Dec 17 at ll. Slater & Co, Manch. 

Beaumont, John, Almondbury, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Nov 18. 
Jones. Huddersfield, Dec 23 at 10. Learoyd, Huddersfield. 

Beech, Clement, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Accountant. Pet Nov 28. 
Slaney. Newcastle-under-Lyme, Dec i4 at 11. Litchfield, New- 
castle-under-Lyme. 

Blacking, Wm, Dawlish, Devon, Baker. Pet Nov 28. Pidsley. New- 
ton Abbot, Dec 14 at ll. Floud, Exeter. 

Bodall, Wm, Church Gresley, Derby, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Nov 29. 
— Burton-on-Trent, Dec 18 at 11. Wilson, Burton-on- 

‘rent. 

Boucher, Hy, Lpool, Bookkeeper. Pet Nov 28. Lpool, Dec 16 at 11. 
Woodburn & Pemberton, Lpool. 

Bright, Hy, Southsea, Hants, Manager. Pet Nov 27. Howard. Ports- 
mouth, Dec 16 at 12, Cousins, Portsea. 

Clift, Saml, Bilston, Stafford, out of business. Pet Nov 29. Brown, 
Wolverhampton, Dec 14at 12. Thurstans, Wolverhampton. 

Clifton, Edwd, Worcester, Picture Frame Maker. Pet Nov 28. Crisp. 
Worcester, Dec 17 at 11. Devereux, Worcester. 

Cook, Wm, Gateshead, Durham, Builder, Pet Nov 28. Ingledew. Gates- 
head, Dec 14 at 1!. Johnston, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 

Cooper, Richd Murris, Otley, York, Tinner, Pet Nov 27. Carr, Otley. 
Dec 16 at 12, Siddall, Otley, 

Dalby, Joseph, Orford, Suffolk, Pork Butcher. Pet Nov 28. Wood- 
bridge, Dec 16 at 3. Pollard, Ipswich. 

Dickinson, Robt Wm, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Nov 15. Perkins. 
York, Dec 14at 11. Mann, York. 

Douglas, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Labourer. Pet Nov 28. Clay- 
ton. Newcastle, Dec 16at 10. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

> Jas, Lpool, Chemist. Pet Nov 29. Lpool, Dec 13 at 1), Martin, 


pool. 

Ellis, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Nov 15. Kay. Manch, 
Dee 17 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Fletcher, Richardson, Brampton, Derby, out of business. Pet Nov 25, 
Wake. Chesterfield, Dec 16at 11. Gee, Chesterfield. 

Fletcher, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Engineer. Pet Nov 28. 
a? Ashton-under-Lyne, Dec 19 at 12. 

yne. 


Worth- 


Toy, Ashton-under- 
Gascoine, Jas, Hartford, Chester, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 28, 
Dec 17 at 11. Bent, Stockport, eae 
Gay, Wm, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Joiner. Pet Nov 30. Lanning. 
Pembroke, Dec 14 at 9. Parry, Pembroke. 
Goldberg, Hyams, & Joseph Rosenberg, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Picture 
Frame Manufacturers. Pet Nov 30. Givson. Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne, Dec 16 ab 12. Joel, Newcastle on-Tyne. 


Hanning, Wm Simpson, Nottingham, Smallware and Toy Dealer, 
Pet Nov 29. Patchitt. Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. Heath, Not- 
tingham. 

Haywood, Saml, West Malvern, Worcester, Hotel Keeper. Pet Noy 
30. Hill. Birm, Dec 18 at 12. Cawley, Gt Malvern. 

Hervey, Jas, Bradford, York, Share Broker. Pet Nov 26. Leeds, Deo 
16 at 11. Lancaster, Bradford. 

Hodgson, Geo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Pet Nov 30, 
Clayton. Newcastle, Dec 16 at 10. Johnson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

King, Edmund, Stanton Fitzwarren, Wilts, out of business. Pet Noy 
28. Wilde. Bristol, Dec 13at11. Kinneir & Tombs, Swindon. 

Lees, Danl, Manch,Comm Agent. Pet Nov 29, Kay: Manch, Dec 


Pet Nov 27, 


17 at 9.30. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch, 
Lloyd, Alison Rae, High-st, Camden-tewn, Widow. 
Austin. Luton, Dec 14 at 10. Shepherd, Luton, 

Manley, Hy, Kidderminster, Worcester, Opera Singer. Pet Nov 27, 
Talbot. Kidderminster, Dec 14 at 11. Corbet, Kidderminster, 

Matchet, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Nov 15. Leeds, Dec 
18 at 10. 

McHugh, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Bootmaker. Pet Nov 20. Wake. 
Chesterfield, Dec 16 at 11. Gee, Chesterfield. 

Mitchell, Geo, Meltham, York, Yarn Spinner. Pet Nov 2. Jones. Hud- 
dersfield, Dec 23 at 10, Sykes, Huddersfield. x 

Mottrom, John, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Adj Nov 19. Pat. 
chitt. Nottincham, Dec 24 at 10.30. 

Pratt, Wm, Leominster, Hereford, Baker. Pet Nov 28. Robinson, 
Leominster, Dec 17 at 12. Weyman, Ludlow. 

Reynolds, John Guilford, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Nov 15, 
Kay. Manch, Dec 17 at 9.30. Dickinson, Manch, 

Round, John, Moxley, Stafford, Wheelwright. Pet Nov 29. Walsall, 
Dec 14at 12. Ebsworth, Wednesbury, 

Saunders, John, Dinton, Bucks, Grocer. Pet Nov 25. Watson. Ayles- 
bury, Dec 14at 10. Fell, Aylesbury. 

Shipman, Thos, Leeds, Grocer. Pet Nov 29. Marshall. Leeds, Dec 
19 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Stansfield, Thos, Halifax, York, Grocer. Pet Dec 2, Leeds, Dec 16 at 
li, Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Swift, John, Lpool, Coal Dealer. Pet Nov 28. Lpool, Dec 16 abt 11, 
Stone & Bartley, Lpool. 

Wagg, Joseph, Longton, Stafford, Potter’s Gilder. Pet Nov 29. Keary. 
Stoke-ugon-Trent, Dec 14atll. Young, Longton. 

Williamson, Andrew, Ashton-under-Lyne, Overlooker. Pet Nov 28. 
Worthington. Ashton-under-Lyne, Dec 19 at 12. Toy, Ashton- 
under-Lyne. 

Wilson, Hy, Shudebill, Manch, Clothes Dealer. Pet Nov 22. Macrae. 
Manch, Dec 13 at 12. Lamb, Manch. 

Woodhead, David, Huddersfield, York, Beerseller. Pet Nov 1. Jones, 
Huddersfield, Dec 22 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield, 

Woys, Leon, Manch, Cork Cutter. Pet Nov20. Macrae. Manch, Dec 
13 at 11. Bellhouse & Bond, Manch. 

Yeates, Hugh, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster. Pet Nov 25. Postle- 
thwaite. Ulverston, Dec 12 at 10. Relph, Barrow. 

BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
TurEspay, Dec. 3, 1867. 
Merrick, Josiah Newman, Manch,Comm Agent. Nov 29, 
Bull, John, Prisoner for Debt, Huntingdon. Nov 26. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities, 

. Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
‘orm:— 
PuorosaL FoR LOAN ON MORTGAGES, 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certutn, ar by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land ur build- 
ings, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





RTIFICIAL TEETH.—G. H. Jones, Working 
: Dentist, begs to callattention to his self-adhesive Incorrodible 
Mineral Teeth, warrantedin very respect; sets from £5.—56, Great 
Kussell-street (opposite the British Museum Entrance). 





CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
OF THE 
SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
CAN BE HAD AT THE OFFICE, 
OR THROUGH ANY BOOKSELLER, 
Price 3s, 6d. and 7s. 6d, 


y 4Tzs AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS, 


7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 


Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c, 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 














Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. . iene 
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M\HE LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
] HELD AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY-LANE, 
This Society will meet on Tuesday next, the 10th instant, for the 


discussion of Jurisprudential Question, No. 159. 
3, New Broad-street, E.C. EDGAR C. HARVIE, Secretary. 


NE PENNY PER FOLIO. Abstracts. 


ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIV. Fair Copy. 
Hooper & Son, 45, Fleet-street. 


THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 
VERY requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily. printed 
in the —— form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. No charge for sketches, 


Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 








Fleet- 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 

S fyratet GREEN (many years with the late George 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upward s 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. Parlia- 
mentary notices specially considered. 


B. J. MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE, 
PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY AND H.R.H. THE 
PRINCE OF WALES. 
TILL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage paid 
to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges. Price Lists 
presented on application. 
All communications to be addressed either direct to B. J. MAYER 
Mayence-on-Rhine; to Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Messrs 
MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thames-street, E.C. 


By Ropal Command. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
JOSEPH GILLOTT, 
Respectfully directs the attention ~ the Commercial Public, and of all 
who use 
STEEL PENS, 
to the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for QuaLity 
of MaTERIAL, Easy Action, and Great DoraBiLiry, will ensure universal 


preference. 
THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER IN 
THE WORLD. 








v7 


Wholesale at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; and at the Branch 
Establishments, 91, John-street, New Y ork ; and 37, Gracechurch-street, 
London, 





ARR’S FIRE-PROOF SAFES are the cheapest 


and best. Price List free on application.—69, Cannon-street. 


On November 13 was published, price 6d., No. I., Vol, V., of : 

jh SCOTTISH LAW REPORTER, containing 
Weekly Reports by W. A. BROWN and CHAS. GREY SPITTAL, 
Esquires, Advocates, of Cases decided in the Court of Session, Court of 
Justiciary, Court of Teinds, and House of Lords. 
Tux Scortish Law Reporter furnishes earlier and fuller Reports of 
Cases decided in the above Courts than can be obtained in any other pro- 
fessional medium. These are prepared specially for Toe ReporTER by 
Messrs. W. A, Brown and Chas. Grey Spittal, Advocates; all important 
opinions being revised by their Lordships before publication, 
Tae Rerories is published every Wednesday during the sitting of the 
Courts, the Reports brought up as near as possible to the date of publica- 
tion. With this view, double numbers are given as often as necessary to 
prevent arrears. 
With each alternate number is issued a Supplement of Legal Intel- 
ligence, Critical Comments, Notes of English Cases, and Professional 
Memoranda. It is intended that this department will be much extended 
and otherwise improved. 
In intimating the commencement of the Fifth Volume, the Publisher 
acknowledges with pleasure its continued prosperity and its recognised 
reputation and patronage. 


TO ADVERTISERS 
Tue Reporter offers many advantages, It is extensively circulated 
throughout Scotland, and specially amongst its patrons are these members 
of the Legal Profession who have the management of the realised wealth 
of the country, or whose advice is required in its investment ; and, not 
being thrown aside like a newspaper, but kept for reference, its columns 
are well adapted for general Advertising, particularly Property to Sell 
and Money to Lend or to Borrow. For Advertisements frequently re- 








R. ROBINS. of 5, Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, 

Auctioneer, Surveyor, &c , respectfully gives notice that his 
LIST of PROPERTY for SALE, including every class of inyestment, 
some specially eligible, will be forwarded post-free on application as 
above. Money required on Mortgage, in suis of various amount, or 
good securities. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 
DECEMBER LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and investments gene- 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the January List 
must be received by the 28th December at latest. . 








EDIGREES COMPILED, Arms found and em- 

blazoned in proper colours, every information relating to lineage, 
manors, churches, fisheries, and lands. The advertiser is in possession 
of information extracted from the public records during a search ex- 
tending over many years, which is hitherto entirely unknown.—Address, 
Mr. Puuurre, 48, Bedford-row. 


Te SOLICITORS, &e., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. List 

of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 

Established nearly 50 years. Orders ebove £2 sent carriage free. 


);REEMASONS’ TAVERN COMPANY, Limited, 


Great Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn.—The Directors beg to 
that the Freemasons’ Tavern having been entirely rebuilt is now replete 
with every accommodation for public and private DINNERS, Balls, Cone 
certs, Meetings, Arbitration and Consulting Rooms, &c. The new hall, 
capable of dining 509 persons, and the various reception-rooms are the 
most elegant and convenient in London. The establishment can be 
inspected and arrangements entered into upon application to the 
Manager, CHARLES GOSDEN. 
Wedding Breakfasts provided. 














T RANSPARENT CANDLES.—If you only want 

something pretty to look at, without minding a little smoke and 
smell, and a little bending and running over if the room shall happen tu 
be rather unusually warm ; buy any of the very transparent low quality 
Para ffine Candles now sold freely everywhere at one shilling per pound: 
but if along with beauty of appearance you require steady brilliancy of 
light, and freedom from risk of these htt!e occasional mishaps, tell your 
dealer to supply you with ** Prick’s Gotp Mepat PaLmitine CANDLES,” 
which though charged at a higher price per pound, are really cheaper 
when the difference of quality is takeninto account. They are beiieved 
to be the very best substitute yet produced for real Wax and Spermaceti, 
now at such an extravagant price, and are being introduced in place of 
them in the West End Clubs, and elsewhere where excellence of quality 
8 studied as well as economy. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equa{ 








to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King's, 

ad £824 £nd £8. @ 
Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 Qandil 18 0 280 30080 
Dessert ditto .....seeeese | 0 Oand! 1 0 115 @ 220 
Table Spoons ..........e82 110 Oandll® 0 280 300 
Dessert ditto .....eee006. 1 0 Oand1 10 0 115 0 2206 
Tea Spoons ...s.sesscesee O12 QandO ls 0 13 6 110 0 


Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
Is, 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been ceievrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s, 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 88, and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


per rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 








ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS 
FOR CASH, 4s. 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
Prices iF put To Account, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies, 
8 pages,,....... £2 2s. Os. £2 33. 6d. £2 4s, Gd. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 


» Copies. 
£2 Gs. Gd, 





peated the scale of charges is very moderate. 
Edinburgh: Joun Baxres, Printer, 19, Elder-street, 


. 7,8; 9%, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 
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STANFORD'S ATLASES, 


Selected from the Maps designed and arranged under the enna of the Society for the Diffusion of Usefyl 
owledge, 


With the latest Discoveries and Improvements. 














New Edition. 


CYCLOPZDIAN ATLAS, 


Containing 30 Coloured Maps, with Index. Strongly half bound, 2ls, 
*,* This forms a Companion Atlas to the “ National,” “ English,” and other Cyclopsdias, and was recommended by the Publishers of “ Tha 
English Cyclopredia,” on the completion of the Geographical Division of that work. 





New Edition, with a Thumb or Ledger Index, to facilitate the reference to Maps, 


FAMILY ATLAS, 


tion of 80 Maps, including the Geological Map of England and Wales, by Sir RODERICK I. MURCHISON, K.C.B., F.R.S., &0. 3 the 
. — Maps, by Sir JOHN LUBBOCK, Bart.; Plans of London and Paris,on a large scale; recent Discoveries in all parts of the World; 
and an Index. Half bound in moroceo, £3 3s, 





150 Maps, beautifully Coloured, 


USEFUL KNOWLEDGE SOCIETY'S ATLAS OF MODERN GEOGRAPHY, 


Containing all the modern Maps in the Series ; Geological and Physical Maps of England and Wales; India, North America, &c., very fally 
represented; six Maps of the Stars, &c. Elegantly half bound, with Index, £25 5s, 





COMPLETE ATLAS OF ANCIENT AND MODERN GEOGRAPHY, 


Containing 230 Modern, Classical, and Celestial Maps, including plans of celebrated Cities, and Alphabetical Indexes to both Modern and 
Classical Maps,—Constructed and engraved on Steel, in the best manner, by eminent Geographers, with the New Discoveries and other 
Improvements to the latest date. One volume, strongly bound in half russia, with the Maps Coloured, £9 10s.; or bound in 3 vols, 
half morocco, 410; or without the Plans of Cities, 178 Maps, £7 7s. 





In additi>n to the Atiases contained in this List, the Stock of EDWARD STANFORD includes almost every Atlas or Map of repute published 
in England, the Colonies, and on the Continent.—Catalogues gratis on application, or per post for One Stamp. 


London: Epwarp SranrorD, 6, Charing-cross, S8.W., 
And all Booksellers. 














LATHOM BROWNE ON LIMITED LIABILITY. 
This day is published, in 8vo., price 2s. 6d., cloth, 
MANUAL OF THE COMPANIES ACT, 1867, 
with Forms of Proceedings, and Digest of Decisions on the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, during the year 1867. By G. LATHOM BROWNE, of 
the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


Also just published, in Svo., price 21s., cloth, 

TREATISE ON THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862; 

with Special Reference te Winding-up, for the purposes of Re- 

coxstruction or Amalgamation: with Orders, Forms, and Precedents. 

Together with a Supplement, containing the Companies Act, 1867, Notes, 

and a Digest of Additional Cases. By G. LatHom Browng, of the Middle 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

Srevens & Haynes, 11, Bell-yard, Temple Bar. 


| UNACY PRACTICE, by JOSEPH ELMER, 
4 with Notes of Cases, Forms, Costs, the Statutes and General 
Orders, and a full Index. 4th edition, cloth, 16s. 6d. 

Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard. 








This day is published, with a Supplement, price 22s., cloth, 


p* GEX AND SMIT@’S ARRANGEMENTS 
BETWEEN DEBTORS AND CREDITORS UNDER THE BANK- 
KUPTCY ACT, 1861. A Collection of Precedents, with an Introduction 
and Notes, and Digests of Cases, By J. P. DE GEX, Esq,, one of her Ma- 
jesty’s Counsel, and RICHARD HORTON SMITH, Esq.. Barrister-at-Law. 
*,* The Supplement may be had separately, price 4s., cloth. 
Stevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 





This day is published, price 18s., cloth, 

r er LAW AND PRACTICE OF JOINT-STOCK 

AND OTHER PUBLIC COMPANIES; including the Statutes 
with notes, and the forms required in making, administering, and 
winding up a company, second edition, with a supplement contain- 
ing the Companies Act, 18¢7, and notes of recent decisions, By 
HENRY THRING, M.A., of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
Parliamentary Counsel to the Home Office, 

*,* The Supplement may be had separately, price 2s., sewed. 
Stevens & Sons, H. Sweet, and W. MaxweELu, 








This day is published, price 30s., cloth, 

4h STATUTES, GENERAL ORDERS, AND 

KEGULATIONS RELATING TO THE PRACTICE, PLEADING, 
AND JURISDICTION OF THE COURT OF CHANCERY, with copious 
Notes, Fourth Edition, carefully revised and considerably enlarged. 
By GEORGE OSBORNE MORGAN, M.A., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister- 
at-Law, lute Stowell Fellow of University College, and Eldon Law 
Scholar in the University of Oxford, CHALONER W. CHUTE, 
M.A., of es Temple, {Barrister-at-Law, Fellow of Magdalen 


ford. 
™ Sravens & Song, 26, Bell-yard, Linooln’s-inn. 





Just published, price 10s,6d. 
SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 


AOTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode 
of procedure under the same for effecting enfranchisement. By JAMES 
CUDDON, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


London: Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard. 





Just published, price 16s., cloth, 
DA8z8y AND BOSANQUET’S STATUTES 
OF LIMITATIONS; a Practical Treatise on the Statutes of 
Limitations in England and Ireland. By I. GEORGE N. DARBY, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., and F, A. BOSANQUET, of the Inner Temple, Bar- 
risters-at-Law. 
Wm. Maxwett & Son, 29, Fleet-street, E.C. 





Now ready for delivery, sewed in Wrapper, Part I. of 
TREATISE ON THE LAW OF CON- 
TRACTS, and upon the Defences to Actions thereon. By 

JOSEPH CHITTY, Jun., Esq. The Eighth Edition, by JOHN ARCHI- 

BALD RUSSELL, LL.B., of Gray’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, her Majesty's 

Solicitor-General for the Ceunty Palatine of Durham. 

*,* The first three chapters of the Eighth Edition of Carrry on Con- 


TRACTS are nowissued for the convenience of those gentlemen whose: 


studies are too pressing to wait for the appearance of the complete work. 
The price ot the whole volume will be the same as for the former edition, 
viz., £1 12s., and will be payable (subject to the usual discount for cash) 
upon the delivery of the first portion. An order, num and signed 
by the publisher, will be given with every copy so purchased, for the 
delivery to the bearer of the remainder of the book without further 
charge, and immediately upon its being ready for publication. It is re- 
spectfully requested that great care should be tuken of all orders 90 
given, as no applications for the second portion of the work can be at- 
tended to without their production. 

The remainder of the work, including the Names of Cases, Contents 
and Index, is in a forward state, and will be ready in a very few weeks. 

H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Fleet-street, London, 





CORRECTED TO THE PRESENT TIME, 

In fep. 8vo. pp. 882, price 10s. 6d., cloth, a 
fXHE CABINET LAWYER; a Popular Digest of 
the Laws of England, Civil, Criminal, and Constitutional: in- 
tended for practicul use and general information, and adapted for the 
reference of Solicitors, Attorneys, Magistrates, Justices of the Peace, 
Members of Parliament, and Country Gentlemen. Twenty-third Edition 
srenene down by the Author to the close of the Parliamentary Session of 

‘ London: Lonemans, Green, & Co., Paternoster-row. 


THE GUINEA WALLSEND COLLIERY COM- 

PANY, LIMITED, continue to deliver their celebrated GUINEA 
COALS, at 2is. per ton, all the year round, for cash on or before delivery. 
No agents.—Only 28, Regent-street, ily, S.W. 
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